
ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

01
68

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 3

 M
ar

 2
02

5

NUMERICAL INVARIANTS FOR WEIGHTED CSCK METRICS

THIBAUT DELCROIX AND SIMON JUBERT

Abstract. In K-stability, the delta invariant of a Fano variety encodes the existence
of Kähler-Einstein metrics. We introduce a weighted analytic delta invariant, and a
reduced version, that characterize the existence of weighted solitons. We further prove
a sufficient condition of existence of weighted cscK metrics in terms of this invariant.
We elucidate the relation between the weighted delta invariant and the greatest lower
bound on the weighted Ricci curvature, called the weighted beta invariant. We provide
a general upper bound for the weighted beta invariant in terms of moment images.
Finally, we investigate how the geometry of semisimple principal fibrations, whose
basis is not assumed to be cscK, allows to estimate their beta invariant in terms of
the basis and the weighted fiber. Most of our statements are new even in the trivial
weights settings, that is, for Kähler-Einstein and cscK metrics.

1. Introduction

The algebraic delta invariant was introduced by Fujita and Odaka [FO18] and proved
to characterize K-stability of Fano varieties in [FO18, BJ20]. The latter is the algebro-
geometric counterpart to the existence of Kähler-Einstein metrics, thanks to the solu-
tion of the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture for Fano manifolds by Chen-Donaldson-Sun
[CDS15a, CDS15b, CDS15c] and Tian [Tia15], and later for Fano varieties by Chi Li
[Li22]. The algebraic delta invariant has proved a formidable tool to effectively investi-
gate K-stability of Fano varieties, for example via the technique to obtain lower bound
developed by Abban and Zhuang [AZ22], see e.g. the book [ACC+23]. Kewei Zhang
introduced in [Zha21] an analytic variant of the algebraic delta invariant, encoding the
coercivity of the Ding and Mabuchi functionals, and hence, the existence of Kähler-
Einstein metrics as well. It was proven to coincide with the algebraic delta invariant in
[Zha24].

In this article, we consider more generally the weighted (analytic) delta invariant,
encoding the coercivity of the weighted entropy functional. The setting is as follows.
Let X be a compact Kähler manifold. Let Autred(X) be its reduced automorphism
group, that is, the connected subgroup of the group of automorphism Aut(X) whose
Lie algebra consists of vector fields which vanish somewhere on X. Let T ≃ (S1)r be a
compact torus acting on X, factorizing through Autred(X). We consider a T-invariant
Kähler class [ω0] on X and a reference T-invariant Kähler form ω0 ∈ [ω0]. Since the
action of T factorizes through Autred(X), this action is Hamiltonian, and there exists a
moment map µ0 with moment image ∆ = µ0(X). We fix a positive weight on ∆, that
is, a smooth positive function v : ∆ → R>0. For any Kähler form ω ∈ [ω0], we consider
its moment map µω that satisfies µω(X) = ∆, and define the weighted Ricci curvature
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as

Ricv(ω) = Ric(ω)− 1

2
ddc log(v(µω))

This is the form associated with the Bakry-Émery tensor introduced early in Riemannian
geometry [BÉ85], for a special choice of T-invariant functions that vary consistently along
a Kähler class.

This setting allows one to consider weighted solitons, which form a large and by now
well-studied generalization of Kähler-Einstein metrics (Mabuchi already considered in
[Mab03] the notion of weighted Ricci curvature above and weighted solitons for a weight
obtained by composition of a smooth one-variable function with a linear projection from
∆ to an integral). A Kähler form ω ∈ [ω0] is a v-soliton if

Ricv(ω) = λω

for some λ ∈ R. Since the Kähler class of Ricv(ω) is 2πc1(X) and Autred(X) is trivial if
c1(X) ≤ 0 [CL73], if the weight is non-trivial we necessarily have λ > 0, [ω0] =

2πc1(X)
λ

and X is Fano. We also consider twisted weighted solitons: given a T-invariant Kähler
form θ on X such that 2πc1(X) = λ[ω0] + [θ] for some λ ∈ R, we say that ω ∈ [ω0] is a
twisted weighted soliton if

Ricv(ω) = λω + θ

Here, the underlying manifold needs not be Fano, and λ may be non-positive.
Our first goal is to characterize the existence of weighted solitons and twisted weighted

solitons in terms of the weighted delta invariant that we now define. Let K(X,ω0)
T

denote the space of smooth T-invariant strictly ω0-psh functions on X. We define the
weighted entropy functional on K(X,ω0)

T by

Entv(ϕ) =

∫

X

log

(

v(µωϕ
)ω

[n]
ϕ

v(µω0)ω
[n]
0

)

v(µωϕ
)ω[n]

ϕ

Consider a group G ⊂ AutTred(X), then we define the G-reduced weighted delta invariant
δGv ([ω0]) as the best coercivity constant

δGv ([ω0]) = sup

{

δ ∈ R | inf
K(X,ω0)T

Entv − δ(Jω0
v,ṽ)G ∈ R

}

where the weighted energy functional (Jω0
v,ṽ)G (that we introduce in Section 3.1) is a

functional that measures coercivity modulo additive constants and action of the group
G. It is a weighted analogue of the functional I − J considered usually. When G is
trivial, we omit the group in the notation and call δv([ω0]) the weighted delta invariant
of [ω0] (in this case, it was introduced by Rubinstein, Tian and Zhang in [RTZ21]).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that X is Fano, that v is log concave 1 and that the image of T
in Autred(X) is a maximal compact torus, then X admits a v-soliton if and only if the

weighted Futaki invariant of X vanishes and δT
C

v (2πc1(X)) > 1, where TC denotes the
complexified torus.

It is essential to consider a reduced version of the delta invariant here since there
is not a unique T-invariant v-soliton, but a full AutTred(X)-orbit of v-solitons, so the
weighted Mabuchi functional cannot be coercive on the space of Kähler metrics. The

1In [HL23], which is used in our proofs, there is a gap in the proof of smoothness of weak weighted
solitons for non log concave weights. J. Han kindly informed us that he has a fix for this gap, but we
add the assumption of log concavity for now since this argument is not widely available.
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weighted Futaki invariant used in the statement above is an obstruction to the existence
of canonical metrics first introduced by Futaki for Kähler-Einstein metrics [Fut83]. In
fact, the weighted Mabuchi functional is affine along AutTred(X) orbits in K(X,ω0)

T, and
the weighted Futaki invariant encodes its slope. To the best of our knowledge, no such
result has been considered before in the literature in terms of an analytic invariant, even
in the Kähler-Einstein setting. From the algebraic point of view, the characterization in
terms of an algebraic reduced delta invariant (in the unweighted setting) of reduced uni-
form K-stability, in turn equivalent to K-polystability and existence of Kähler-Einstein
metrics is due to [XZ20, Li22, LXZ22].

We further introduce the greatest weighted Ricci lower bound

βv([ω0]) := sup{β ∈ R | ∃0 < ω ∈ [ω0],T-invariant st,Ricv(ω)− βω > 0}.
The unweighted greatest Ricci lower bound for Fano manifolds was first considered in
early work of Tian [Tia92] and Rubinstein [Rub09], but it gained much more interest
following the work of Székelyhidi [Szé11], who showed that it coincides with the maximal
time of existence of a solution in the continuity method approach to Kähler-Einstein
metrics. This point of view allowed Zhang and Berman, Boucksom, and Jonsson to
relate it with the analytic or algebraic delta invariant [Zha21, Proposition 3.8], [BBJ21,
Theorem C], and earlier, by Cheltsov, Rubinstein and Zhang [CRZ19, Appendix] in
the Fano case. We prove the weighted version of this statement. For this, consider
s([ω0]) := sup{s | 2πc1(X)− s[ω0] > 0}.
Theorem 1.2. For a log concave weight v, the weighted beta invariant is characterized
as

βv([ω0]) = min{s([ω0]), δv([ω0])}
= sup{t < s([ω0]) | ∀0 < θ ∈ (2πc1(X)− t[ω0]),T− invariant,

∃ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T st Ricv(ωϕ) = tωϕ + θ}

This result was stated without a detailed proof in [RTZ21, Proposition 6.15]. The
greatest weighted Ricci lower bound had already been considered earlier in the literature,
under the name of the greatest Bakry-Emery-Ricci lower bound, and computed for
certain Fano manifolds with many symmetries (e.g. [DGSW18], [DH21]). In particular,
for these varieties the previous statement allows to compute a lower bound for δv([ω0]).

By elementary considerations on the moment maps, we show that the formula for the
greatest weighted Ricci lower bound of a toric manifold provides a general upper bound
for the greatest weighted Ricci lower bound outside of the toric setting.

Theorem 1.3. Let barv([ω0]) =
∫
X

µωv(µω)ω[n]

∫
X

v(µω)ω[n] ∈ t
∗ be the barycenter of ∆ with respect to

the weighted Duistermaat-Heckman measure, then

βv([ω0]) ≤ sup{β < s([ω0]) | −β barv([ω0]) ∈ ∆2πc1(X)−β[ω0]}
where the moment image ∆2πc1(X)−β[ω0] is chosen according to the choice of moment
image ∆ of [ω0], and the canonical moment image of 2πc1(X).

To our knowledge, this statement is new even for v ≡ 1. An alternative way to obtain
an upper bound, valid for δv, would be to consider the asymptotics of the functionals
along the AutTred(X)-orbits. However, note that neither the entropy nor the weighted
energy functional are linear along these orbits, so their slopes are not so easy to express.
Székelyhidi used this approach in the Fano case in [Szé11, Proposition 7], in which
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case non-discrete automorphism group imposes 1 ≥ δ(2πc1(X)) = β(2πc1(X)), and
the bound obtained seems to be equivalent to the one we obtain here (at least in the
applications known to the authors).

Let w : ∆ → R be another smooth function, not assumed to take positive values. We
now consider the weighted Mabuchi functional Mv,w (see Section 2.4 for the definition)
whose minimizers are the weighted cscK metrics introduced by Lahdili [Lah19]. In the
unweighted case, a strategy developed by Song and Weinkove [Wei03, Wei06, SW08]
inspired by the introduction of the J-flow by Donaldson [Don99] and early work of Chen
[Che00, Che04], allows to obtain a sufficient condition of coercivity of the Mabuchi
functional via the study of the J-flow. Several variants have been studied throughout
the years e.g. [LSY13, LS16, Der16, Zhe15, JSS19, SD22, Zha21, Tô23]. Following
this general strategy, we prove a sufficient condition for the existence of weighted cscK
metrics in terms of the reduced weighted delta invariant.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that the weighted Futaki invariant Fv,w vanishes. Assume that

for some ε > 0, θε := δε[ω0] − 2πc1(X) is Kähler, where δε := δT
C

v ([ω0]) − ε. Consider
the function w̌ε : ∆×∆θε → R defined by

w̌ε(x, y) = δεn− 1

2
w(x) + 〈d log v(x), δεx− y〉.

Assume that either:

(1) the weight v satisfies 1 + 〈d log(v)(x), x− x′〉 ≥ 0 for all x, x′ ∈ ∆, that inf w̌ε +
(n− 1)(s([ω0])− δε) > 0 and that ∀y ∈ ∆θε, x 7→ w̌ε(x, y) is convex, or

(2) X = P
1, [ω0] = 2πc1(P

1) and inf w̌ε > 0.

Then the weighted Mabuchi functional Mv,w is TC-coercive. If v is furthermore log
concave, then there exists a weighted cscK metric.

Note again that this statement is new in the case when v ≡ 1 since we work with the
reduced delta invariant again. To pass from coercivity of the weighted Mabuchi func-
tional to existence of weighted cscK metrics, we rely on the results of Di Nezza, Lahdili
and the first author [DNJL24, DNJL25] and Han and Liu [HL24] independently gener-
alizing in the weighted setting the breakthrough of Chen and Cheng on the variational
approach to cscK metrics [CC21a, CC21b]. The strategy of the proof of coercivity relies
first on comparing the weighted Mabuchi functional with a well-chosen weighted energy
functional, using the weighted delta invariant. The other ingredient is to obtain a lower
bound on this weighted energy functional via the study of weighted J-equation, which
requires to adapt the elliptic approach of Li–Shi–Yao [LSY13] and Li–Shi [LS16] to the
general weighted setting.

We stress that our criterion above should be seen only as a first step in this direction,
and we hope that it will motivate the study of the weighted J-equation

(1) Λϕ,v(θ) =
1

2
w(µϕ)

and of the weighted J-flow

(2)
∂ϕ

∂t
=

1

2
w(µϕ)− Λϕ,v(θ)

where we refer to Section 2.2 for the definition of the weighted trace Λϕ,v(θ). For example,
our sufficient criterion of existence of a solution to the J-equation depends very much
on the Kähler form involved, rather than its Kähler class. It is natural to hope for a
result along the lines of that of Chen [Che21] in the unweighted case, at least in the



WEIGHTED NUMERICAL INVARIANTS 5

toric setting with the approach of [CS17, Tak22]. Deriving best coercivity constants for
weighted energy functionals in the spirit of the work of Sjöström Dyrefelt [SD20] is also
a natural direction to explore.

Note that the first assumption on v in the first situation of Theorem 1.4 says that v
has small variations with respect to its absolute values. We expect that this assumption
could be removed by following a parabolic approach rather than an elliptic approach.
The extreme case is when v is constant, in which case the conditions are much simpler
to check. In this very particular case, the reader may be interested in the recent works
[HN24, ALN24] for sufficient conditions of existence of weighted cscK metrics with a
completely different approach.

The convexity assumption in the first situation of Theorem 1.4 is quite strong, but
satisfied for example if log v is affine and w is convex. In particular, this setting includes
the weights for cscK metrics, extremal Kähler metrics, Kähler-Ricci solitons and com-
binations. Our criterion is furthermore much more powerful than the one obtained in
[LS16] since we use here the reduced delta invariant which is the best possible constant
to use in this approach. It would be interesting to study the weighted J-equation from
the point of view of subsolutions to possibly remove the assumption, but it does not
seem to fit directly in the range of equations considered in [Szé18], so a detailed study
would be needed.

Finally, let us comment on the second situation of Theorem 1.4. Since the manifold
X is P1, the reader may think that the statement is trivial, but far from it, this situation
applies to the case of Calabi ansatz, or more generally simple principal fibrations, which
correspond to the fibrations introduced below, with one-dimensional fiber.

As we have highlighted above, most of our statements are new even in the unweighted
setting. Furthermore, for non-trivial weights, we obtain applications to the unweighted
setting by considering semisimple principal fibrations. A semisimple principal fibration
Y is a fiber bundle with structure group a torus, with fiber a compact complex manifold
X, and some additional assumptions (see Section 6.1). There is a fiberwise action of
a torus T on Y , and in favorable cases, the geometry of Y reduces to the weighted
geometry of X for a weight associated with the construction. These were first studied in
[ACGTF11] when the fiber is toric, and in [AJL23] for general fiber. In contrast to these
previous works, we do not require the basis to be cscK. One of our goal is to elucidate
more precisely when the geometry of Y reduces to that of the weighted fiber.

We study this via the compatible weighted beta invariant βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]), defined as the

supremum of all real numbers β such that there exists a Kähler form ω̃ ∈ [ω̃0] which
is compatible (with the semisimple principal fibration structure, see Definition 6.2) and
such that Ricv(ω̃) > βω̃. There is an obvious inequality βcomp

v (Y, [ω̃0]) ≤ βv(Y, [ω̃0]) that
we show to be strict by examples (see Example 6.16). We compute βcomp

v (Y, [ω̃0]) in
terms of the basis and the weighted fiber in general. Instead of reproducing the general
statement (Theorem 6.6) in this introduction, let us focus on a special case.

We say that a semisimple principal fibration Y is compatibly Fano if there exists a
compatible Kähler metric ω̃ ∈ 2πc1(Y ) with Ric(ω̃) Kähler. For such fibrations, we
prove the following expression for their weighted invariant. We refer to Section 6 for
details on the notations used, but let us note that for the two terms in the minimum, one
depends only on the weighted fiber, while the other depends only on the basis factors.



6 THIBAUT DELCROIX AND SIMON JUBERT

Theorem 1.5. If Y is a compatibly Fano, then

βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) = min

{

βvp(X, 2πc1(X)),min
a

caβ(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

ca + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

}

If furthermore the fiber is toric, and the minimum above is achieved by βvp(X, 2πc1(X)),
then

βv(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βvp(X, 2πc1(X))

The latter condition shows that the weighted fiber encodes the geometry of the fi-
bration well beyond the case when the basis is Kähler-Einstein. It further provides a
quantitative bound on where this relation starts to fail. In Example 6.16 we provide an
example where the minimum is not achieved by βvp(X, 2πc1(X)). In fact, this specific
example belongs to a much more restricted class of fibrations, the projective Fano P1-
bundles considered by Zhang and Zhou in [ZZ22]. We provide a detailed comparison of
our results with theirs in Section 6.4.3. It is important to note that, contrary to their
result, we do not fully compute the beta invariant but only the compatible beta invariant
which is a lower bound. On the other hand, our results provides a geometric interpre-
tation of a lower bound which is often sharp, it does detects when the beta invariant
is computed by the weighted fiber, and it provides generalization both to the weighted
setting, and to much more general fibration constructions.

The notion of compatibly Fano itself is a further evidence of how the weighted fiber
may not encode well the geometry of the fibration. We characterize this property in
terms of the beta invariant of the basis and show by example that it is stronger than
being Fano in Example 6.17. To find such examples, we consider P1-bundles over the odd
symplectic Grassmannians [Mih07], and exploit the latter family of varieties’ property
to have high index, and low beta invariant as the dimension grows [HKP23].

Let us finally mention a simple application of our result, which allows us to derive
properties of the basis (and the fiber) from properties of the total space, unlike the usual
results on semisimple principal fibration.

Corollary 1.6. If Y is a compatibly Fano semisimple principal fibration and satisfies
βcomp(2πc1(Y )) ≥ 1, then Y is K-semistable, the basis B is K-semistable and the fiber
X is weighted K-semistable.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the setting of weighted Käh-
ler geometry, as well as some of the basic results and definitions needed. We introduce
the weighted delta invariant in Section 3, where we also prove the criterion for existence
of weighted solitons: Theorem 1.1 is Theorem 3.6. We introduce the weighted beta
invariant and prove Theorem 1.2 (=Theorem 4.2) in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted
to the proof of Theorem 1.4 (=Theorem 5.1), and the proof of a priori estimates for
solutions of the weighted J-equation occupies a significant portion of the article. The
final Section 6 deals with semisimple principal fibrations and proves Theorem 1.5 and
Corollary 1.6 and provides the examples alluded to in this introduction.

Acknowledgements. The second author is grateful to Abdellah Lahdili for numerous
enlightening conversations. He would also thank Chi Li, Jiyuan Han and Chenxi Yin for
useful discussions. Both authors thank Tat Dat Tô for useful comments and exchanges on
this work. The second author is funded by the ERC SiGMA - 101125012 (PI: Eleonora
Di Nezza). The first author is partially funded by ANR-21-CE40-0011 JCJC project
MARGE.
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2. Weighted Kähler geometry

2.1. Weighted setting. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension n, and let
Aut(X) denote its automorphism group. The reduced automorphism group Autred(X)
is the subgroup of Aut(X) whose Lie algebra consists of vector fields which vanish
somewhere on X. Let T ≃ (S1)r be a (non-trivial) compact torus acting holomorphically
on X, and such that its action factors through Autred(X). We denote by t the Lie algebra
of T, and by t

∗ its dual, both isomorphic to Rr.
As a consequence, for any T-invariant closed real (1, 1)-form θ on X, one can associate

a moment map µ : X → t
∗ (in a generalized sense) satisfying

d〈µ, ξ〉 = −ιξθ

for all ξ ∈ t. When θ is a Kähler form, hence also a symplectic form, this is a moment
map in the usual sense. Moment maps behave linearly under operations on the forms:
if µ1 and µ2 are moment maps for θ1 and θ2, and t ∈ R, then tµ1 + µ2 is a moment map
for tθ1 + θ2.

The moment map µ is only defined up to translation by an element of t∗, but there
are some natural choices in certain cases. First, if ϕ : X → R is a smooth function on X,
then dcϕ is a moment map for ddcϕ, where dcϕ is interpreted as a map to t

∗, such that
〈dcϕ, ξ〉 = dcϕ(ξ) where we identify an element ξ ∈ t with the vector field it generates
on X. Second, if θ ∈ 2πc1(X) (whether or not X is Fano, since we consider (1, 1)-forms
that may not be Kähler), then the natural lift of the action of T to the anticanonical
line bundle K−1

X induces a natural choice of moment map. Whenever a special case as
above occurs, we will use the naturally normalized moment map.

We fix a T-invariant Kähler form ω0 on X with moment map µ0 : X → t
∗. We let

∆ := µ0(X) be the moment image of (X,ω0,T) which is a convex polytope [Ati82, GS82].
We consider the space of T-invariant ω0-relative Kähler potentials

K(X,ω0)
T :=

{

ϕ ∈ C∞(X)T | ωϕ := ω0 + ddcϕ > 0
}

.

For any Kähler potential ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T, we denote by

µϕ = µ0 + dcϕ,

the moment map associated with ωϕ, in such a way that its image µϕ(X) = ∆ does not
depend on ϕ, but only on the class [ω0].

In view of the previous observations, given this fixed choice of moment map µ for ω0,
there is a natural normalization of the moment map for any form in a linear combination
t1[ω0] + t22πc1(X) with t1, t2 ∈ R, and we denote its moment image by ∆t1[ω0]+t22πc1(X)

if the class is Kähler.
We fix a function v ∈ C∞(∆,R>0), called a weight function.

2.2. Weighted curvatures and weighted trace. The central idea of weighted Kähler
geometry is to replace the volume form ωn

ϕ with the volume form v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ. Note that

the pushforward of this volume form by the moment map µϕ is independent of ϕ, this
is the measure with potential v with respect to the Duistermaat-Heckman measure. We
denote by

Volv :=

∫

∆

vDH =

∫

X

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

the total mass of this measure.
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The weighted Ricci form is defined by

(3) Ricv(ωϕ) := Ric(ωϕ)−
1

2
ddc log v(µϕ).

For the Ricci form, we use the convention of [Gau22]. In particular, the cohomology
class of the Ricci form of any Kähler metric ω is given by [Ric(ω)] = 2πc1(X), where
c1(X) is the first Chern class of the anticanonical line bundle K−1

X .
Following [Lah19, DNJL24], for any (1, 1)-form ρ with moment map µρ, we define the

v-weighted trace of ρ with respect to ωϕ by

Λϕ,v(ρ) := Λϕ(ρ) + 〈d log(v)(µϕ), µρ〉

for any ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T, where Λϕ(ρ) := n

ρ∧ωn−1
ϕ

ωn
ϕ

denotes the usual trace of ρ with respect
to ωϕ.

According to [Lah19, DNJL24], for any Kähler metric we introduce the v-weighted
laplacian of ωϕ acting on T-invariant smooth function on X

∆ϕ,v(f) := Λϕ,vdd
cf,

A standard computation shows that

∆ϕ,v(f) = d⋆ϕ,vdf,

where d⋆ϕ,v is the formal adjoint operator of d with respect to the weighted volume form

v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ , see [DNJL24, Appendix A] for more details. We will make use of the resulting

weighted variant of integration by part, which reads

(4)
∫

X

f∆ϕ,v(g)v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ =

∫

X

g∆ϕ,v(f)v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

Finally, the v-weighted scalar curvature of a T-invariant Kähler metric ωϕ ∈ [ω0] is
defined by

(5) Scalv(ωϕ) := 2Λϕ,v(Ricv(ωϕ)),

Remark 2.1. In [Lah19, AJL23, DNJL24], the weighted scalar curvature is defined by
ScalLahv (ωϕ) := 2v(µϕ)Λϕ,v(Ricv(ωϕ)). Hence, our definition of the weighted scalar curva-
ture is related to the one use in [Lah19, AJL23, DNJL24] by ScalLahv (ωϕ) = v(µϕ)Scalv(ωϕ).

2.3. Weighted constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics. Given a second weight
function w ∈ C∞(∆,R) (note that we do not impose positive values for w, in contrast to
v), a T-invariant Kähler metric ωϕ is called (v,w)-weighted cscK if its v-weighted scalar
curvature satisfies

(6) Scalv(ωϕ) = w(µϕ).

We mention that, from our definition of the weighted scalar curvature (5), the choice
of w for encoding certain geometric situations varies by a factor of v comparing to
[Lah19, AJL23].

When X is Fano and ω0 ∈ 2πc1(X), a particular case of interest in this paper is that
of a v-soliton, which is, by definition, a Kähler metric ωϕ such that

(7) Ricv(ωϕ) = ωϕ.

As proven in [AJL23, Lemma 2.2], ωϕ is a v-soliton if and only if it is a (v, ṽ)-weighted
cscK metric, with

(8) ṽ(x) = 2(n+ 〈d log v(x), x〉)
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2.4. Weighted Mabuchi functional and the weighted Futaki invariant. As a
variational approach to weighted cscK metrics, the weighted Mabuchi energy was intro-
duced in [Lah19] and is defined by its variation

(9) dϕ (Mv,w) (ϕ̇) = −
∫

X

ϕ̇
(

Scalv(ωϕ)− w(µϕ)
)v(µϕ)ω

n
ϕ

Volv
, Mv,w(0) = 0.

If ωϕ is a weighted cscK metric, then

(10)
∫

X

(

Scalv(ωϕ)− w(µϕ)
)

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ = 0,

But the left-hand side is independent of ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T, so provides a necessary condition

for existence of cscK metrics.
Going further, we define the weighted Futaki invariant Fv,w : Aff(∆) −→ R by

(11) Fv,w(ℓ) :=

∫

X

(

Scalv(ω)− w(µω)
)

ℓ(µω)v(µω)ω
[n].

The following statement is well known in the unweighted case (it was one of the
motivations of Mabuchi to introduce the K-energy [Mab86]) and follows by considering
the restriction of the weighted Mabuchi functional to orbits of the complexified torus TC

(see [DNJL25, Lemma 4.6] for details).

Lemma 2.2. Assume that v and w satisfy condition 10. Then the weighted Mabuchi
energy Mv,w is TC-invariant if and only if the weighted Futaki invariant Fv,w vanish.
More precisely, if ξ ∈ t and (ϕt)t∈R is a family in K(X,ω0)

T such that for all t, ωϕt
=

(etξ)∗ωϕ, then

(12) Mv,w(ϕt) = tFv,w(ξ) +Mv,w(ϕ)

3. Weighted delta invariant of a Kähler class

3.1. Weighted energy functionals and coercivity. Fix weights v, w as in the pre-
vious section, and a closed real T-invariant (1, 1)-form ρ with moment map µρ.

Definition 3.1. The weighted (twisted) energy functional J
ρ
v,w : K(X,ω0)

T → R is
defined by

(13) J
ρ
v,w(ϕ) =

∫ 1

0

∫

X

ϕ
(

2Λsϕ,v(ρ)− w(µsϕ)
)v(µsϕ)ω

n
sϕ

Volv
ds .

One useful property of this family of functionals is linearity in (w, ρ):

(14) J
tρ1+ρ2
v,tw1+w2

= tJρ1
v,w1

+ J
ρ2
v,w2

Furthermore, when ρ1 and ρ2 are in the same cohomology class, the difference J
ρ1
v,w−J

ρ2
v,w

is bounded. More precisely, we have the following.

Lemma 3.2. Let f : X → R be a smooth function. Then

J
ddcf
v,0 (ϕ) = 2

(
∫

X

f
v(µϕ)ω

n
ϕ

Volv
−
∫

X

f
v(µ0)ω

n
0

Volv

)

In particular, it is bounded:

|Jddcf
v,0 (ϕ)| ≤ 4‖f‖C0
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Proof. By definition, we have

J
ddcf
v,0 (ϕ) =

∫ 1

0

∫

X

2ϕΛsϕ,v(dd
cf)

v(µsϕ)ω
n
sϕ

Volv
ds

=

∫ 1

0

∫

X

2ϕ∆sϕ,v(f)
v(µsϕ)ω

n
sϕ

Volv
ds

=

∫ 1

0

∫

X

2f∆sϕ,v(ϕ)
v(µsϕ)ω

n
sϕ

Volv
ds

by weighted integration by parts (4). Now a standard computation (see [DNJL24, Ap-
pendix A]) shows that

∫ 1

0

∆sϕ,v(ϕ)
v(µsϕ)ω

n
sϕ

Volv
ds =

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ − v(µ0)ω

n
0

Volv

The statements follows. �

We say that a functional F : K(X,ω0)
T −→ R is invariant under addition of a constant

if for any ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T and any c ∈ R, F(ϕ+c) = F(ϕ). The functional Jρ

v,w is invariant
under addition of a constant if and only if

∫

X

2Λϕ,v(ρ)v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ =

∫

X

w(µϕ)v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

Note that both sides of the condition above are independent of ϕ. This follows directly
from pushforward by µϕ for the right-hand side, and this is proven in [Lah19, Lemma
2] for the left-hand side. For example, the functional Jω0

v,ṽ where ṽ is defined by (8) is
invariant under addition of a constant by [DNJL25, Lemma 3.1].

We use this particular case J
ω0
v,ṽ of the functional Jρ

v,w to encode coercivity on the
space of Kähler potentials, and coercivity up to a group action. Let G be a complex Lie
group in the connected component of the identity of the centralizer AutTred(X) of T in
Autred(X). We will mainly be interested in the cases G = {1} and G = TC.

Definition 3.3. We say that a functional F : K(X,ω0)
T −→ R is G-coercive if there

exists C, C ′ positive constants such that for any ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T

F(ϕ) ≥ C(Jω0
v,ṽ)G(ϕ)− C ′,

where (Jω0
v,ṽ)G(ϕ) := infγ∈G J

ω0
v,ṽ(ϕγ) where ϕγ denotes an element of K(X,ω0)

T such that
γ∗ωϕ = ωϕγ

. When G := {1}, we say that F is coercive.

Note that, if F is G-coercive, then it is invariant under addition.
This measure of coercivity will be the correct choice if one wants to recover weighted

versions of the properties known for the unweighted delta invariant. But we first check
that it is consistent with the more often used measure of coercivity via the J-functional.
We recall that it is defined by

(15) J(ϕ) =

∫ 1

0

∫

X

ϕ
ωn
0 − ωn

sϕ

Vol1
ds

and correspondingly JG(ϕ) = infγ∈G J(ϕγ).

Proposition 3.4. A functional F : K(X,ω0)
T −→ R is G-coercive if and only if there

exists C, C ′ positive constants such that for any ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T

F(ϕ) ≥ CJG(ϕ)− C ′
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Proof. This follows directly from the comparison

1

n

inf∆(v)

sup∆(v)
J(ϕ) ≤ J

ω0
v,ṽ(ϕ) ≤ n

sup∆(v)

inf∆(v)
J(ϕ)

which in turn follows from [DNJL25, Lemma 4.1 and proof of Lemma 4.2], [AJL23,
Lemma 6.4] (see also [HL23, (2.37), (2.38)]). �

3.2. Weighted entropy and weighted reduced delta invariant. We define the
weighted entropy Entv(ϕ) of a T-invariant Kähler form ωϕ in [ω0] as the entropy of the
probability measure defined by v(µϕ)ω

n
ϕ with respect to that defined by v(µ0)ω

n
0 :

(16) Entv(ϕ) :=

∫

X

log

(

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

v(µ0)ωn
0

)

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

Volv
.

Definition 3.5. For G ⊂ AutTred(X), the v-weighted G-reduced delta invariant of the
Kähler class [ω0] is

(17) δGv ([ω0]) := sup

{

δ ∈ R | inf
K(X,ω0)T

(

Entv − δ(Jω0
v,ṽ)G

)

∈ R

}

When G = {1}, we simply write δ
{1}
v = δv and we refer to it as weighted delta

invariant. Applying Jensen’s inequality and comparing δGv with Tian’s alpha invariant
[Tia87] shows that

δGv ([ω0]) > 0,

see [Zha21, Proposition 6.2] for the detailed proof in the unweighted case. Also, we can
easily see from (17) that we have the following scaling property for t > 0.

(18) δGv ([ω0]) = tδGv(·/t)(t[ω0])

As proved by Lahdili in [Lah19, Theorem 5], the weighted Mabuchi functional admits
a Chen-Tian decomposition as a difference of a weighted entropy term and a weighted
energy term:

(19) Mv,w(ϕ) = Entv(ϕ)− J
Ric(ω0)
v,w (ϕ)

We will use this decomposition repeatedly in the course of the paper to relate the delta
invariant with existence of canonical Kähler metrics.

3.3. Weighted reduced delta invariant and existence of weighted solitons. In
this section, we will prove the following criterion of existence of weighted solitons in
terms of the reduced delta invariant.

Theorem 3.6. Assume that X is Fano, that v is log concave and that the image of T
in Autred(X) is a maximal compact torus, then X admits a v-soliton if and only if the

weighted Futaki invariant of X vanishes and δT
C

v (2πc1(X)) > 1, where TC denotes the
complexified torus.

The first, essential step in the proof is provided by Han and Li’s characterization of
the existence of v-soliton in terms of the weighted Mabuchi functional.

Theorem 3.7. [HL23, Theorem 3.6] Assume that X is Fano, that v is log concave
and that T ⊂ Autred(X) is a maximal compact torus. Then, there exists a v-soliton in
2πc1(X) if and only if the weighted Mabuchi energy Mv,ṽ is TC-coercive.
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Proof of Theorem 3.6. Consider the Ricci potential hω0 of ω0 defined by

(20) Ric(ω0) = ω0 +
1

2
ddchω0 ,

∫

X

hω0v(µ0)ω
n
0 = 0.

We claim that

(21) Mv,ṽ(ϕ) = Entv(ϕ)− J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)−

1

2

∫

X

hω0

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

Volv
.

Indeed, by the Chen-Tian formula (19), then by linearity (14) we have

Mv,ṽ(ϕ) = Entv(ϕ)− J
Ric(ω0)
v,ṽ (ϕ)

= Entv(ϕ)− J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)−

1

2
J
ddchω0
v,0 (ϕ)

Using Lemma 3.2, and the normalization of hω0 yields the claim.
Let us now prove the theorem. Assume first that X admits a v-soliton. Then by

Theorem 3.7, the functional Mv,ṽ is TC-coercive, that is, by Proposition 3.4, there exists
ε > 0 and C ∈ R such that for all ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T,

Mv,ṽ(ϕ) ≥ ε(Jω0

v,ṽ)TC(ϕ)−C

By our claim, we have

Entv(ϕ) ≥ Mv,ṽ(ϕ) + J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)−

‖hθ‖C0

2
≥ (1 + ε)(Jω0

v,ṽ)TC(ϕ)− C − ‖hθ‖C0

2

hence δT
C

v (2πc1(X)) ≥ 1 + ε > 1. Furthermore, since Mv,w is TC-coercive, it is in
particular bounded from below, hence Fv,ṽ ≡ 0 by Lemma 2.2.

Conversely, assume that Fv,ṽ ≡ 0 and δT
C

v (2πc1(X)) > 1. By Theorem 3.7, it suffices to
show that Mv,ṽ is TC-coercive. Let ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T. By Proposition 3.4, the restriction
of the functional J

ω0
v,ṽ to the TC-orbit of ϕ is a proper function (up to addition of a

constant to the entry) on a finite dimensional vector space, hence it admits a minimum
(see [BM87, Lemma 6.2] for details in the classical case, and [Lah20, lemma 11] for the
weighted case). So we may and do choose γ0 ∈ TC such that γ∗

0ωϕ = ωϕγ0
and

(Jω0
v,ṽ)TC(ϕ) = (Jω0

v,ṽ)(ϕγ0),

By Lemma 2.2, Mv,ṽ is T
C-invariant. We can thus write

Mv,ṽ(ϕ) = Mv,ṽ(ϕγ0)

≥ Entv(ϕγ0)− J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕγ0)−

1

2
‖hθ‖C0

≥ (δT
C

v (2πc1(X))− ε− 1)(Jω0
v,ṽ)TC(ϕ)− 1

2
‖hθ‖C0

for any ε > 0. Since δT
C

v (2πc1(X)) > 1, choosing ε small enough shows that Mv,ṽ is
TC-coercive. �

4. Greatest lower bound on weighted Ricci curvature

4.1. Relation between weighted delta invariant and weighted beta invariant.

We consider the greatest lower bound on the weighted Ricci curvature for T-invariant
Kähler metrics in the fixed cohomology class [ω0].

Definition 4.1. The weighted beta invariant of [ω0] is

βv([ω0]) := sup{β ∈ R | ∃0 < ω ∈ [ω0],T-invariant st,Ricv(ω)− βω > 0}.
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It follows from the definition that βv has a scaling property analogous to that of the
weighted delta invariant: for t > 0,

(22) βv([ω0]) = tβv(·/t)(t[ω0]).

We also define the Kähler threshold

s([ω0]) := sup{s ∈ R | 2πc1(X)− s[ω0] > 0}.
which satisfies the scaling property s([ω0]) = ts(t[ω0]).

Our first goal in this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 4.2. For a log concave weight v, the weighted beta invariant is characterized
as

βv([ω0]) = min{s([ω0]), δv([ω0])}
= sup{t < s([ω0]) | ∀0 < θ ∈ (2πc1(X)− t[ω0]),T-invariant,

∃ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T st Ricv(ωϕ) = tωϕ + θ}

As direct corollary (in fact, this is used in the proof), we can characterize the existence
of twisted weighted solitons in terms of the delta invariant, when the twisting form is
Kähler.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that θ ∈ 2πc1(X)− [ω0] is a T-invariant Kähler form, and that
v is log concave. Then there exists ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T such that

(23) Ricv(ωϕ) = ωϕ + θ

if and only if δv([ω0]) > 1.

This result is known in the twisted Kähler–Einstein case, i.e. when v = 1, see [Zha21,
Theorem 1.5]. In [RTZ21, Theorem 6.13], an analogous result is shown in finite dimen-
sional Bergman space in term of the quantized weighted delta invariant.

Another corollary is that, when s([ω0]) ≤ 0, then βv([ω0]) = s([ω0]) since δv([ω0]) is
always positive.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.2. We roughly follow the argument presented in [BBJ21,
Section 7.3] in the unweighted setting. It is obvious by definition of βv([ω0]) and s([ω0]),
that βv([ω0]) ≤ s([ω0]). Let t < s([ω0]), so that 2πc1(X) − t[ω0] is a Kähler class. We
have to show that t < δv([ω0]) if and only if, for any θ ∈ 2πc1(X)− t[ω0] a T-invariant
Kähler form, there exists a solution to the twisted weighted Kähler-Ricci soliton equation

(24) Ricv(ωϕ) = tωϕ + θ

We treat the cases differently according to the sign of t.

4.2.1. Case when t > 0. We assume that 0 < t < δv([ω0]). Note that

Ricv(·/t)(tω) = Ricv(ω)

so that, equation (24) is equivalent to

Ricv(·/t)(tωϕ) = tωϕ + θ

that is, to the existence of a solution to Ricv(·/t)(ω̂) = ω̂+θ in the Kähler class [ω̂0] = t[ω0].
In view of the scaling property (18) of the weighted delta invariant, it suffices now to
prove Corollary 4.3, so to simplify the notations, we omit the t from now on.

Building on [BN14, BBGZ13, BBE+19], Han and Li prove in [HL23, Theorem 3.6]
that the existence of a solution to (23) is equivalent to coercivity (in our sense thanks
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to Proposition 3.4) of the twisted weighted Mabuchi functional Mv,θ on K(X, [ω0])
T. Up

to an irrelevant constant, this functional (defined in [HL23, Definition 2.10]) may be
written in our notations as

(25) Mv,θ(ϕ) = Entv(ϕ)− J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)−

∫

X

hθ

v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ

Volv
,

where hθ is the twisted Ricci potential of ω0 with respect to θ, defined by

(26) Ric(ω0)− ω0 − θ = ddchθ

∫

X

hθv(µ0)ω
[n]
0 = 0.

In fact, from the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we have Mv,θ =
Mv,ṽ − J

θ
v,0.

It follows directly from the definition of δv([ω0]) that for any ε > 0,

Mv,θ(ϕ) ≥ (δv([ω0])− ε− 1)Jω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)− ‖hθ‖C0

hence it is coercive if δv([ω0]) > 1. Conversely, if Mv,θ is coercive, then there exists ε > 0
such that

Mv,θ(ϕ) ≥ εJω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)

hence

Entv(ϕ) ≥ Mv,θ(ϕ) + J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕ)− ‖hθ‖C0 ≥ (ε+ 1)Jω0

v,ṽ(ϕ)− ‖hθ‖C0

hence δv([ω0]) ≥ 1 + ε > 1.

4.2.2. Case when t = 0. In view of the previous remarks, we want to show that there
always exists a solution to the equation Ricv(ωϕ) = θ. Solving the equation Ricv(ωϕ) = θ
amounts to a weighted version of Calabi-Yau theorem. The proof is essentially found
in the literature: existence of a weak solution follows from [BN14, Theorem 1.2], while
regularity follows from the arguments in [HL23, Section 4].

4.2.3. Case when t < 0. We now want to solve the equation Ricv(ωϕ) = tωϕ + θ with
t < 0. As it is the case with the Kähler-Einstein equation, this case is the easiest. We
did not find a reference in the literature, so we quickly explain a proof. By scaling, we
may again restrict to the case of the equation Ricv(ωϕ) = −ωϕ + θ.

Consider again the twisted Ricci potential hθ, defined now by

(27) Ric(ω0) + ω0 − θ = ddchθ

∫

X

hθv(µ0)ω
[n]
0 = 0.

Consider the twisted weighted Ding functional defined by

(28) D
−
v,θ(ϕ) := −J

0
v,−1(ϕ) +

1

2
log

(
∫

X

e2ϕ+hθ
ωn
0

Vol1

)

,

Let us prove that it is coercive, following arguments in [GZ17, Theorem 11.8 (i)].
Since D−

v,θ is invariant under addition of a constant, up to replacing ϕ with ϕ−supX ϕ,
we may as well assume that the potential ϕ satisfies supX ϕ = 0. By compactness of the
set of such normalized ω0-psh functions, there exists a constant C such that

1

2
log

(
∫

X

e2ϕ+hθ
ωn
0

Vol1

)

≥ −C
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For the remaining term, we have

−J
0
v,−1(ϕ) =

∫ 1

0

∫

X

(−ϕ)
v(µsϕ)ω

n
sϕ

Volv
ds

≥ inf∆ vVol1
Volv

∫ 1

0

∫

X

(−ϕ)
ωn
sϕ

Vol1
ds

≥ inf∆ vVol1
Volv

∫ 1

0

∫

X

(−ϕ)
ωn
sϕ − ωn

0

Vol1
ds

≥ inf∆ vVol1
Volv

J(ϕ)

by the equation (15) defining J (we remind that we assumed supX ϕ = 0 hence −ϕ ≥ 0
throughout). By invariance under addition of a constant of both the functionals D

−
v,θ

and J , we have shown

D
−
v,θ(ϕ) ≥

inf∆ vVol1
Volv

J(ϕ)− C

that is, the functional D−
v,θ is coercive. The end of the proof, from coercivity to the

existence of a smooth solution to the weighted Monge-Ampère equation is not different
from the case treated in [HL23]. �

4.3. A general upper bound from the moment images. For β < s([ω0]), the class
2πc1(X) − β[ω0] is Kähler. Let ∆2πc1(X)−β[ω0] denote the moment image of this Kähler
class, which is a convex polytope. Let also barv([ω0]) denote the barycenter of ∆ with
respect to the weight v and the Duistermaat-Heckman measure, alternatively,

barv([ω0]) =

∫

X
µωv(µω)ω

n

Volv
∈ t

∗

Theorem 4.4. We have

βv([ω0]) ≤ sup{β < s([ω0]) | −β barv([ω0]) ∈ ∆2πc1(X)−β[ω0]}
Proof. Assume that β < βv([ω0]). Then there exists Kähler forms ω ∈ [ω0] and θ ∈
2πc1(X)−β[ω0] such that Ricv(ω)−βω = θ. In particular, at the level of moment maps
we have

µRicv(ω) − βµω = µθ.

We integrate this equality with respect to the probability measure v(µω)ωn

Volv
over X to get

∫

X

µRicv(ω)
v(µω)ω

n

Volv
− β barv([ω0]) =

∫

X

µθ
v(µω)ω

n

Volv

By standard computations (see e.g. [Lah19, Lemma 5]), we have

µRicv(ω) = −1

2
∆ω,vµω.

Hence by the weighted integration by parts formula (4), we have
∫

X

µRicv(ω)v(µω)ω
n = 0

Furthermore, since we integrate with respect to a probability measure,
∫

X

µθ
v(µω)ω

n

Volv
∈ ∆[θ] = ∆2πc1(X)−β[ω0].

This finishes the proof. �
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To get a more tractable upper bound, we consider the case when X is Fano and
[ω0] = 2πc1(X). Then 2πc1(X) − β[ω0] = (1 − β)2πc1(X), so that ∆2πc1(X)−β[ω0] =
(1− β)∆2πc1(X).

Corollary 4.5. Suppose that X is Fano. Then

βv(2πc1(X)) ≤ sup

{

β < 1 | −β

1− β
barv(2πc1(X)) ∈ ∆2πc1(X)

}

.

This upper bound is reminiscent of the formula for the greatest Ricci lower bound for
toric manifolds: it is in fact a somewhat direct generalization of the proof for the upper
bound on toric manifolds that one can find e.g. in [Li11]. In another direction, this
upper bound was generalized to group compactifications in [Del17], and in later works
for other varieties with a lot of symmetries [Yao17, Gol20]. It would be interesting to
find a similar general upper bound for arbitrary groups actions.

5. Existence of weighted cscK metrics via the weighted J-equation

5.1. Existence of weighted cscK metrics. Let v̂ : ∆×∆ −→ R be defined by

(29) v̂(x, x′) = 〈d log(v)(x), x− x′〉
Let ε > 0 and set δε = δT

C

v ([ω0])− ε, θε = δε[ω0] − 2πc1(X) to simplify notations. If θε
is Kähler, we define a function w̌ε : ∆×∆θε → R by

(30) w̌ε(x, y) = δεn− 1

2
w(x) + 〈d log v(x), δεx− y〉

Our goal in this section is to prove the following sufficient condition of coercivity of
the Mabuchi functional.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that

(i) the weighted Futaki invariant Fv,w vanishes,
(ii) θε is Kähler,
(iii) inf w̌ε + (n− 1)(s([ω0])− δε) > 0,
(iv) 1 + inf(v̂) > 0, and
(v) ∀y ∈ ∆θε, x 7→ w̌ε(x, y) is convex.

Then the weighted Mabuchi functional Mv,w is TC-coercive.

In the case of dimension one, which is far from trivial and applies to higher dimensional
geometric situations (see Section 6), we can do much better.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that X = P
1, T = S

1 and [ω0] = 2πc1(X). Assume that the
weighted Futaki invariant Fv,w vanishes, that δε > 1 and inf w̌ε > 0. Then the weighted
Mabuchi functional Mv,w is TC-coercive.

As explained in the introduction, we will follow the strategy initiated by Song and
Weinkove [SW08], in the variant proposed by Li–Shi–Yao [LSY13, Theorem 1.1] in the
unweighted case. Thanks to the characterization of existence of weighted cscK metrics
in terms of the coercivity of the weighted Mabuchi functional proved by Di Nezza, the
second author and Lahdili in [DNJL24, DNJL25], and independently by Han and Liu in
[HL23], we have as a corollary a sufficient condition of existence of weighted cscK metrics
when v is log concave. Note that the converse direction (from existence to coercivity) is
shown for (v,w)-extremal Kähler metric in [AJL23].
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Corollary 5.3. Under the same hypothesis as in Theorem 5.1 or in Theorem 5.2, if v
is furthermore log concave, then there exists a (v,w)-cscK metric in [ω0].

The first key argument to obtain the theorem is to use the Chen-Tian formula (19)
to reduce to a lower bound on a weighted energy functional.

Lemma 5.4. If the weighted Futaki invariant Fv,w vanishes, and J
δεω0−Ric(ω0)
v,δεṽ−w is bounded

from below, then Mv,w is TC-coercive.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T. By Lemma 2.2, the functional Mv,w is TC-invariant. As in

the proof of Theorem 3.6, let γ ∈ TC and ϕγ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T be such that ωϕγ

= γ∗ωϕ

and (Jω0
v,ṽ)TC(ϕ) = J

ω0
v,ṽ(ϕγ). Then we have, by applying the Chen-Tian formula (19), the

definition of δε = δT
C

v ([ω0]) − ε and the linearity property (14) of the weighted energy
functionals,

Mv,w(ϕ) = Mv,w(ϕγ)

= Entv(ϕγ)− J
Ric(ω0)
v,w (ϕγ)

≥
(ε

2
+ δε

)

J
ω0
v,ṽ(ϕγ)− J

Ric(ω0)
v,w (ϕγ)

≥ ε

2
(Jω0

v,ṽ)TC(ϕ) + J
δεω0−Ric(ω0)
v,δεṽ−w (ϕγ)

The lemma follows. �

We show a further reduction.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that θ is a Kähler form and let ŵ be a smooth real valued function
on ∆. If there exists a solution ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T to the weighted J-equation Λϕ,v(θ) =
ŵ(µϕ)

2
, then J

θ
v,ŵ is bounded from below.

Proof. It was proven by Lahdili [Lah20, Lemma 7 and Corollary 4] that, if θ is Kähler,
then J

θ
v,ŵ is convex along weak geodesics. As a consequence, if Jθ

v,ŵ admits a critical
point, then it is bounded from below. By Definition 3.1, a solution to the weighted
J-equation Λϕ,v(θ) =

ŵ(µϕ)
2

is a critical point. �

In the remaining of the section, we will state then prove a sufficient condition of
existence of a solution to the weighted J-equation. Assuming Theorem 5.6 from the
next section for now, we prove our sufficient conditions of coercivity.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let ŵ = δεṽ−w. Assumptions (i) and Lemma 5.4 show that it is
enough to prove that Jδεω0−Ric(ω0)

v,ŵ is bounded from below. By Lemma 3.2, it is enough to
show that Jθ

v,ŵ is bounded from below for some T-invariant form θ ∈ δε[ω0]−2πc1(X). By
Lemma 5.5, it suffices to show that there exists a solution ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T to the weighted
J-equation Λϕ,v(θ) =

ŵ(µϕ)
2

for some T-invariant Kähler form θ ∈ δε[ω0] − 2πc1(X). To
do so, we will apply Corollary 5.9, with the weights v and ŵ := δεṽ − w, and some
T-invariant Kähler form θ ∈ δε[ω0]− 2πc1(X).

Note that the fourth assumption in Theorem 5.1 is exactly condition (34), and the fifth
assumption in Theorem 5.1 is exactly condition (33) for ¯̂w = w̌ε. Note that, here, ∆θ

is naturally determined, since [θ] = δε[ω0]− 2πc1(X) is a linear combination of [ω0] and
2πc1(X). To check that condition (35) holds, we do not need to fix θ ∈ δε[ω0]−2πc1(X)
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yet since it depends only on the cohomology class of θ. We have
∫

X

(2Λ0,v(δεω0 − Ric(ω0))− ŵ(µ0))v(µ0)ω
n
0

=

∫

X

(2Λ0,v(δεω0 − Ric(ω0))− (δεṽ − w)(µ0))v(µ0)ω
n
0

= δε

∫

X

(2Λ0,v(ω0)− ṽ(µ0))v(µ0)ω
n
0 −

∫

X

(2Λ0,v(Ric(ω0))− w(µ0))v(µ0)ω
n
0

The two summands being equal to zero is equivalent to the functionals Jω0
v,ṽ and J

Ric(ω0)
v,w

being invariant under addition of a constant. For J
ω0
v,ṽ this follows from [DNJL25,

Lemma 3.1] as already recalled in Section 3.1. For J
Ric(ω0)
v,w , this follows from condi-

tion (10) (which is included in the vanishing weighted Futaki invariant assumption (i))
and the Chen-Tian formula.

Now to apply Corollary 5.9, it remains to find T-invariant Kähler forms θ ∈ δε[ω0]−
2πc1(X) and χ ∈ [ω0] such that (inf w̌ε)χ − (n − 1)θ is Kähler. At the level of classes,
we have by using assumptions (ii) then (iii),

(inf w̌ε)[ω0] = (inf w̌ε − (n− 1)δε)[ω0] + (n− 1)δε[ω0]

> (inf w̌ε − (n− 1)δε)[ω0] + (n− 1)2πc1(X)

> (inf w̌ε − (n− 1)δε)[ω0] + (n− 1)
−(inf w̌ε − (n− 1)δε)

n− 1
[ω0] = 0

Since [ω0] is Kähler, this implies inf w̌ε > 0.
Let θ be an arbitrary T-invariant Kähler form in δε[ω0] − 2πc1(X). By assumption

(iii), there exists a T-invariant Kähler form Ω ∈ 2πc1(X) + inf w̌ε−(n−1)δε
n−1

[ω0]. Consider
the T-invariant Kähler form

χ :=
n− 1

inf w̌ε
(Ω + θ)

We then have
(inf w̌ε)χ− (n− 1)θ = (n− 1)Ω,

this is Kähler, and finishes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let ŵ = δεṽ − w. By the same first steps as in the previous
proof (here, δε > 1 is equivalent to θε Kähler), it suffices to prove that there exists a
solution to the weighted J-equation Λϕ,v(θ) = ŵ(µϕ)

2
for some T-invariant Kähler form

θ ∈ δε[ω0] − 2πc1(X) = (δε − 1)2πc1(P
1). Since we are in dimension one, the weighted

J-equation is actually a weighted Monge-Ampère equation

w̌ε(µϕ, µθ)ωϕ = θ

and since we assumed inf w̌ε > 0 this equation admits a solution (see Section 4.2.2). �

5.2. A sufficient condition for the weighted J-equation. Let θ be a T-invariant
Kähler form on X with moment map µθ and moment image ∆θ. We will state here a
sufficient condition of existence of a solution ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T to the weighted J-equation

(31) Λϕ,v(θ) =
w(µϕ)

2
.

Let w̄ : ∆×∆θ → R be the function defined by

(32) w̄(x, y) :=
1

2
w(x)− 〈d log(v)(x), y〉
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and recall (29).

Theorem 5.6. There exists a solution ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)
T to equation (31) provided the

following four conditions are satisfied:

∀y ∈ ∆θ, x 7→ w̄(x, y) is convex(33)

1 + inf(v̂) > 0,(34)
∫

X

(2Λϕ,v(θ)− w(µϕ))v(µϕ)ω
n
ϕ = 0,(35)

and there exists a Kähler metric χ ∈ [ω0] such that

(inf(w̄)χ− (n− 1)θ) ∧ χn−2 > 0.(36)

Remark 5.7. Since
∫

X
Λϕ,v(θ)v(µϕ)ω

n
ϕ and

∫

X
(w(µϕ))v(µϕ)ω

n
ϕ do not depend on ϕ ∈

K(X,ω0)
T (see [Lah19, Lemma 2]), condition (35) is necessary.

Remark 5.8. In the case of cscK metrics, extremal Kähler metrics or of Kähler–Ricci
solitons, x → w̄ is convex.

Corollary 5.9. Assume that the weights satisfy (33), (34) and (35). Assume that there
exists a Kähler metric χ ∈ [ω0] such that inf(w̄)χ − (n − 1)θ is Kähler as well. Then
there exists a solution ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T of equation (31).

5.3. A priori Estimates. The estimates originate in the unweighted case from [SW08]
(see [Wei03] for the case of surfaces) and were originally established using the J-flow, a
parabolic equation. Here, we extend an elliptic method initially proposed by [LSY13].

In this section, C will denote various positive constants independent of ϕ, which may
change from line to line.

Proposition 5.10. We suppose the same hypothesis than in Theorem 5.6. Let ϕ ∈
K(X,ω0)

T be a solution of (31). Then there exists a uniform positive constant C =
C(θ, ω0, v,w), independent of ϕ, such that

(37) Λθ(ωϕ) ≤ C and supϕ− inf ϕ ≤ C.

By (31), there exists C, C ′ positives in ϕ such that

(38) C ≤ Λϕ(θ) ≤
1

C
and ωϕ ≥ C ′θ.

We consider the hermitian metric gω̄ϕ
, which is defined for any 1-forms α1, α2

(39) gω̄ϕ
(α1, α2) = gωϕ

(α1 ∧ Jα2, θ),

and we let ω̄ϕ its associate 2-form. In particular, for any (1, 1)-form β

Λω̄ϕ
β = gωϕ

(β, θ).

From (38) we also have

(40) ω̄ϕ ≥ Cθθ.

We begin by the following key Lemma

Lemma 5.11. The following inequality holds true

∆ω̄ϕ
(Λθ(ωϕ)) ≥

1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ)−

r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉

+ 2|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ
− CΛθ(ωϕ)− C.
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In the above statement,

|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ
:=

n
∑

j=1

|∇θ
ej
ωϕ|2ω̄ϕ

+ |∇θ
Jej

ωϕ|2ω̄ϕ
,

where (ei, Jei)
n
i=1 is a normal frame for θ.

Proof. From [LSY13, (6.3)] (which adapt the proof of [SW08, Lemma 3.1]), we find that

∆ω̄ϕ
(Λθ(ωϕ)) + ∆θ(Λωϕ

(θ))

=

n
∑

i,j=1

(|ej |2ϕ − |ei|2ϕ)
|ei|2ω̄ϕ

(

Rθ(ei, ej, ej , ei) +Rθ(Jei, ej, ej, Jei)
)

+ 2|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ
,

(41)

where Rθ denotes the curvature tensor of θ and (ej , Jej)
n
j=1 is a normal frame for θ. Also

by [SW08, (3.3)]
(

n
∑

i,j=1

(|ej|2ϕ − |ei|2ϕ)
|ei|2ω̄ϕ

(

Rθ(ei, ej , ej, ei) +Rθ(Jei, ej , ej, Jei)
)

)

≥ −CΛθ(ωϕ).

Hence

∆ω̄ϕ
(Λθ(ωϕ)) + ∆θ(Λωϕ

(θ)) ≥ −CΛθ(ωϕ) + 2|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ
.(42)

On the other hands, a standard computation (see e.g. [DNJL24, (10)]) shows that

1

2
∆θ (w(µϕ)) =

1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ) +

1

2
〈Hess(w)(µϕ), gθ(dµϕ, dµϕ)〉

We compute the term〈d log(v)(µϕ), µθ〉 =
∑r

a=1 µ
a
θ log(v),a(µϕ):

∆θ

(

〈d log(v)(µϕ), µθ〉
)

=
r
∑

a=1

∆θ(µ
a
θ) log(v),a(µϕ)

+ gθ(dµ
a
θ , d log(v)(µϕ)) + µa

θ∆θ(log(v),a(µϕ)).

A direct computation shows that the second term of the RHS is bounded below by
−CΛθ(ωϕ). For the third term we use [DNJL24, Eq. (10)] to deduce

−∆θ(〈d log(v)(µϕ), µθ〉) ≥− CΛθ(ωϕ)−
r
∑

a=1

µa
θ 〈Hess(log(v),a)(µϕ), gθ(dµϕ, dµϕ)〉

−
r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉 − C.

Hence since x → w̄(x, ·) is convex, we get that

1

2
∆θ (w(µϕ))−∆θ(〈d log(v)(µϕ), µθ〉)

≥−
r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉 − CΛθ(ωϕ)

+
1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ)− C

(43)
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We conclude using (42), (43):

∆ω̄ϕ
(Λθ(ωϕ)) =∆ω̄ϕ

(Λθ(θ) + ∆θ

(

Λωϕ,v(ωϕ)−
1

2
w(µϕ)

)

≥1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ)−

r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉

+ 2|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ
− CΛθ(ωϕ)− C.

�

Lemma 5.12. There exists a positive constant C = C(θ, ω0, v,w) such that

∆ω̄ϕ
log (Λθ(ωϕ)) ≥

1

Λθ(ωϕ)

(

1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ)−

r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉

)

− C

Proof. A standard computation shows that

∆ω̄ϕ
log (Λθ(ωϕ)) =

1

Λθ(ωϕ)
∆ω̄ϕ

Λθ(ωϕ)−
|dΛθ(ωϕ)|2ω̄ϕ

Λθ(ωϕ)2
.

We bound the first term using Lemma 5.11:

∆ω̄ϕ
Λθ(ωϕ)

Λθ(ωϕ)
≥− C

Λθ(ωϕ)
− C +

1

Λθ(ωϕ)
2|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ

+
1

Λθ(ωϕ)

(

1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ)−

r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉

)

≥− C +
1

Λθ(ωϕ)
2|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ

+
1

Λθ(ωϕ)

(

1

2

r
∑

a=1

w,a(µϕ)∆θ(µ
a
ϕ)−

r
∑

a

µa
θ〈d log(v),a(µϕ),∆θµϕ〉

)

where we use (38) to pass to the last line.
For the second term we use [Wei03, Lemma 2] stating that:

|Λθ(∇θωϕ)|2ω̄ϕ
≤ 2Λθ(ωϕ)|∇θωϕ|2θ⊗ω̄ϕ

,

which concludes the proof.
�

Proof. (of Proposition 5.10). Let A > 0 be a positive constant. Consider a normal frame
for θ. Using that ϕ solves (31) we find that

−A∆ω̄ϕ
ϕ =− AΛω̄ϕ

(ωϕ − ω0)

= −AΛωϕ
(θ) + AΛω̄ϕ

(ω0)

= −Aw̄(µϕ, µθ) + AΛω̄ϕ
(ω0).

(44)

We will apply the maximum principle. Let x0 ∈ X be a maximal point of log (Λθ(ωϕ))−
Aϕ). At x0, for any ξa we have that

LJξa (log (Λθ(ωϕ))− Aϕ) = 0.
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Developing the LHS of the above equality, we get

LJξa (log (Λθ(ωϕ))− Aϕ) =
∇θ

Jξa
(Λθ(ωϕ))

Λθ(ωϕ)
+ Adcϕ(ξa)

=
Λθ(∇θ

Jξa
ωϕ)

Λθ(ωϕ)
+ Adcϕ(ξa)

=−
∆θµ

a
ϕ

Λθ(ωϕ)
+

1

Λθ(ωϕ)

(

Λθ

(

gωϕ
(∇θξa, ·)

)skw
)

+ A(µa
ϕ − µ0)

The first equality is due to the fact that the Lie derivative and the covariant derivative
coincide on function. For the second equality, we use [DNJL24, Lemma 5.4]. For the
third one, we use that ∇θ

Jξa
(ωϕ) = −ddcµa

ϕ + 2
(

gωϕ
(∇θξa, ·)

)skw
(see [DNJL24, p.17]).

Using that CΛθ(ωϕ) ≥ Λθ

(

gωϕ
(∇θξa, ·)

)skw ≥ −CΛθ(ωϕ) (see [DNJL24, p.18]) and (38),
we deduce that at x0

−
|∆θµ

a
ϕ|

Λθ(ωϕ)
≥ −C.(45)

From Lemma 5.12, (44) and applying the maximum principle we deduce that at x0

0 ≥ ∆ω̄ϕ
(log(Λθ(ωϕ)− Aϕ+ v̄(µϕ)) ≥ −C − Aw̄(µϕ, µθ) + AΛω̄ϕ

(ω0).

Hence writing ǫ := C
A
, we obtain

ǫ ≥ −w̄(µϕ, µθ) + Λω̄ϕ
(ω0).

Now the proof is similar than in the cscK case (see [SW08, Lemma 3.1]), but we give
some explanations for reader’s convenience. Let (ei, Jei)

n
i=1 be a normal frame for ω0.

By [LSY13, (6.6))] for any index k = 1, . . . , n,

(46) ǫ ≥ inf
∆×∆µθ

(w̄)−
∑

i 6=k

|ei|2θ − 2
|ek|2θ
|ek|2ϕ

.

Applying our hypothesis (36) and choosing ω0 = χ, we find that
(

inf
∆×∆µθ

(w̄)ω0 − (n− 1)θ

)

∧ ωn−2
0 ∧ (ek ∧ Jek) > 3ǫωn−1

0 ∧ (ek ∧ Jek),

for ǫ small enough. Hence by [LSY13, (6.9)] (see also [SW08])

inf
∆×∆µθ

(w̄)−
∑

i 6=k

|ei|2θ > 3ǫ

Substituting back in (46) we get that at the maximal point x0

|ek|2ϕ
|ek|2θ

≤ 1

ǫ
,

for every k = 1, . . . , n. Then at x0

Λθ(ωϕ) ≤
n

ǫ
.

Hence, we deduce the C2-estimates on X

(47) Λθ(ωϕ) ≤
n

ǫ
eA(ϕ−inf ϕ).
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The demonstration of the C0 from the C2-estimates do not use the equation (31) but
only (47). Hence we can apply the same arguments than [Wei03] and [SW08]. �

5.4. Continuity method. The idea of employing a continuity path combined with an
elliptic operator is introduced in [LSY13, Theorem 1.6] within the context of the cscK
case. This approach forms the basis of the generalization presented in this section.

We consider the weighted Li–Shi–Yao continuity path

(48) Λϕ,v(θt) =
1

2
wt(µϕ), ϕ ∈ K(X,ω0)

T, t ∈ [0, 1],

where θt := tθ+ (1− t)ω0 and wt(x) = tw(x) + (1− t)ṽ(x), where ṽ is introduced in (8).
Clearly a solution at t = 1 satisfies (31). We consider

S := {t ∈ [0, 1] | ∃ϕt ∈ K(X,ω0)
T solution of (48)}

The set S is non-empty since ϕ = 0 is a solution at t = 0 of (48). We prove that S is
open and closed.

First we observe that for any t ∈ [0, 1],
∫

X

(2Λϕ,v(θt)− wt(µϕ)) v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ

=t

∫

X

(2Λϕ,v(θ)− w(µϕ)) v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ

+ (1− t)

∫

X

(2Λϕ,v(ω0)− ṽ(µϕ)) v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ

=0.

(49)

The first term of the right-hand side is zero by hypothesis (35), and second term of the
right-hand side is zero since the integral does not depend on ϕt ∈ K(X,ω0)

T, see [Lah19,
Lemma 2].

We consider the operator R : K(X,ω0)
T × [0, 1] −→ C∞(X)T defined by

R(ϕ, t) := Λϕ,v(θt)−
1

2
wt(µϕ),

Observe that by (49), R(ϕ, t) is L2(v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ )-orthogonal to constants in C∞(X)T.

We fix (ϕ0, t0) a solution of (48) and we let ωt0 := ω0 + ddcϕ0.

Lemma 5.13. The linearization of R in the direction (ϕ̇, s) at (ϕt0 , t0) is given by

(50) D(ϕ0,t0)(R)[ϕ̇, s] = H
θt0
ϕ0,v(ϕ̇) + s

(

Λϕ0,v(θ)− w(µϕ0)− (Λϕ0,v(ω0)− ṽ(µϕ0))
)

,

where

H
θ
ϕ,vf := gωϕ

(

θ, ddcf
)

+ gωϕ

(

dΛϕθ, df
)

+ gωϕ

(

θ, d log(v(µϕ)) ∧ dcf
)

.

In particular, if θ, v, w satisfy (35), S is open.

Proof. Equation (50) is proved along the lines of the proof of [DNJL25, Lemma 3.5]. By
[DNJL25, Lemma 3.4], Hθ

ϕ,v is elliptic and self-adjoint with respect to v(µϕ)ω
[n]
ϕ , hence

the conclusion follows from standard arguments of elliptic theory. �

Lemma 5.14. Assume that θ, v, w satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 5.6, and set
ω0 = χ, where χ is given by assumption (36). Then S is closed.
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Proof. We need to show that the estimates (37) hold along the continuity path. The
proof is essentially the same than Proposition 5.10 (see [LSY13, Proof of Lemma 6.1] for
a detailed proof in the cscK case) so we do not reproduce it here. We only check that
θt, v, wt satisfy condition (36) for all t.

Let µt := µϕt
. We compute

1

2
wt(µt)−〈d log(v)(µt), µθt〉

= t

(

1

2
w(µt)− 〈d log(v)(µt), µθ〉

)

+ (1− t) (ṽ(µt)− 〈d log(v)(µt), µ0〉)

Then
((

1

2
wt(µt)− 〈d log(v)(µt), µθt〉

)

∧ ω0 − (n− 1)θt)

)

∧ ωn−2
0

= t

((

1

2
w(µt)− 〈d log(v)(µt), µθ〉

)

∧ ω0 − (n− 1)θ)

)

∧ ωn−2
0

+ (1− t)

((

1

2
ṽ(µt)− 〈d log(v)(µt), µ0〉

)

∧ ω0 − (n− 1)ω0)

)

∧ ωn−2
0

(51)

For any t > 0, the first term of the RHS is positive by hypothesis. For the second
term, we have that

(1− t)

((

1

2
ṽ(µt)− 〈d log(v)(µt), µ0〉

)

∧ ω0 − (n− 1)ω0)

)

∧ ωn−2
0

= (1− t) (1 + 〈d log(v)(µt), d
cϕt〉)ωn−1

0 ,

which is positive by (34). Now if t = 0, the above equality, together with (34) show that
the RHS of (51) is positive.

�

6. weighted beta invariant for a semisimple principal fibration

6.1. Setting. Let Ba be a finite collection of projective smooth manifolds, with a ∈
{1, . . . , k}. For each a, fix an ample line bundle La, and denote by L0

a its zero section.
Then the product Q :=

∏

a La \L0
a defines a principal (C∗)k-bundle over the base

∏

a Ba.
Fix an integer r ∈ Z≥1 and for each a, a one-parameter subgroup pa of (C∗)r. Finally, let
X be a projective smooth manifold, equipped with a holomorphic action of T = (C∗)r.

We call semisimple principal bundle associated to this data the fiber bundle

Y = (X ×Q)/(C∗)k

where (C∗)k acts diagonally, with its natural action on Q, and through the given (C∗)r-
action on X via the morphim (pa)

k
a=1 : (C

∗)k → (C∗)r. It is a complex manifold equipped
with a holomorphic projection map π = (πa) : Y → B =

∏

aBa and a holomorphic
fiberwise action of T.

Choose positively curved Hermitian metrics ha on each La, and corresponding Kähler
curvature forms ωa ∈ 2πc1(La). Note that by considering the product of S1-bundles
defined by ha = 1 in La, we obtain an underlying (S1)k-principal bundle P in Q which
defines a restriction of the structure group. The manifold Y may as well be written as the
quotient X × P/(S1)k under the action defined as above by the inclusion (S1)k ⊂ (C∗)k.
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The metrics also naturally define a connection θ on Q, which descends to Y . Given
a T = (S1)r-invariant real closed (1, 1)-form ω on X, and a fixed (T-invariant) moment
map µω, we define a global closed real (1, 1)-form on Y by

(52) ω +

k
∑

a=1

〈pa, µω〉π∗
Ba
(ωa)

where by abuse of notations we mean that if ξ(i) = ξ
(i)
h + ξ

(i)
v are tangent vector fields at

the same point [x, p], decomposed into horizontal and vertical part with respect to the
connection, the term ω in the above (1, 1)-form applied to (ξ(1), ξ(2)) reads ωx(ξ

(1)
v , ξ

(2)
v )

and the moment map µω is evaluated at x. This is well-defined by invariance with respect
to T, we refer to [ACGTF04, ACGTF11, AJL23] for more details on this construction.
By a further abuse of notation, we will omit from the notation the pullback in π∗

Ba
ωa

from now on.

Remark 6.1. We consider in this section semisimple principal fibration in a weaker
sense than in previous papers (e.g. [AJL23, Jub23, DJ23]): we do not assume that the
basis is equipped with a cscK metric. Furthermore, we assume throughout that Y has
a projective fiber in order to highlight easily the various possible choices of connections
when a semisimple principal fibration is given a fixed complex structure. As a conse-
quence, we provide a definition of compatible Kähler metrics which is somewhat different
from previous definitions.

Definition 6.2. A T-invariant Kähler form ω̃ on Y is called compatible if it writes as

ω̃ = ω +

k
∑

a=1

(〈pa, µω〉+ ca)ωa

for some choice of: positively curved Hermitian metrics ha with curvature form ωa,
T-invariant Kähler form ω on X with moment map µω, and constants ca.

We say that a Kähler class [ω̃0] on Y is compatible if it contains a compatible Kähler
metric.

Note that, if ω̃ is Kähler, then 〈pa, µω〉 + ca must be a positive function on X. Con-
versely, if it is, then the associated closed real (1, 1)-form is Kähler.

The Ricci form of a compatible Kähler metric may be written similarly as the com-
patible metric itself, thanks to the expression below proved in [AJL23] as a step in the
proof of Lemma 5.9. Note that, at this stage in the proof of [AJL23, Lemma 5.9], the
assumption that the basis factors are cscK has not been used.

Proposition 6.3 ([AJL23, Equation (40),p.3264]). The Ricci form of a compatible Käh-
ler metric ω̃ is given by

Ric(ω̃) = Ricp(ω) +
k
∑

a=1

(

Ric(ωa) + 〈pa, µRicp(ω)〉ωa

)

,

where p : µω(X) → R, y 7→ ∏

a(〈pa, y〉+ ca)
dimBa and µRicp(ω) is the moment map of the

closed real (1, 1)-form Ricp(ω) ∈ 2πc1(X).

By the definition of the weighted Ricci curvature and (52), we deduce the expression
of the weighted Ricci curvature as well.
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Corollary 6.4. Given a weight v : µω(X) → R>0, we have

Ricv(ω̃) = Ricvp(ω) +
∑

a

Ric(ωa) + 〈pa, µRicpv(ω)〉ωa

6.2. Greatest compatible weighted Ricci lower bounds of fibrations. In this
section, we consider greatest weighted Ricci lower bound for both the fiber X and the
fiber bundle Y , so to make things more explicit, we will include the manifold in the
notation. For example, β(Y, [ω̃0]) denotes the greatest Ricci lower bound for the Kähler
class [ω̃0] on Y . Furthermore, we introduce a variant of the greatest weighted Ricci lower
bound for compatible Kähler classes on a semisimple principal fiber bundle.

Definition 6.5. If Y is a semisimple principal fibration as before, and [ω̃0] is a compat-
ible Kähler class, we set

βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]) = sup{β ∈ R | ∃0 < ω̃ ∈ [ω̃0] compatible st Ricv(ω̃)− βω̃ > 0}

In the next statement, we compute βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]) in terms of the basis and the weighted

fiber. The general expression of βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]) is somewhat involved, but can be drasti-

cally simplified once the fiber is fixed and say Fano, as we will see in the next section.

Theorem 6.6. With the notations as above, we have

βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]) = inf

a
sup{t < βvp(X, [ω0]) | inf

∆t

〈pa, ·〉 − tca > −β(Ba, [ωa])}

where ∆t = ∆2πc1(X)−t[ω0] is the moment image of the Kähler class 2πc1(X)− t[ω0]

Proof. We decompose, for β ∈ R, the form Ricv(ω̃) − βω̃ along the vertical directions
and the horizontal directions, the latter being further decomposed along the product
structure on the basis. We obtain the expression

(Ricvp(ω)− βω) +
k
∑

a=1

(

Ric(ωa) + (〈pa, µRicpv(ω)〉 − β(〈pa, µω〉+ ca))ωa

)

We see readily from this expression (recall our abuse of notations), that this form is
positive if and only

(1) Ricvp(ω)− βω is positive on X,

and for each x ∈ X and each a,

(2) Ric(ωa) + (〈pa, µRicpv(ω)(x)− βµω(x)〉 − βca)ωa is positive on Ba.

By the first condition, if Ricv(ω̃) − βω̃ is Kähler, then Ricvp(ω) − βω is Kähler on X
and its moment image ∆t is not empty. Now the second condition translates as the
expression in the statement of the theorem since

∆t = {µRicpv(ω)(x)− βµω(x) | x ∈ X}
�

6.3. The anticanonical class and compatibly Fano fibrations. Let us consider
the case, of special interest, of Fano fibrations. More precisely:

Definition 6.7. A semisimple principal fibration Y is called compatibly Fano if there
exists a compatible Kähler metric in 2πc1(Y ) such that Ric(ω̃) is Kähler.

From Proposition 6.3, we have the following characterization.



WEIGHTED NUMERICAL INVARIANTS 27

Proposition 6.8. The semisimple principal fibration Y is compatibly Fano if and only
if X is Fano, and for all a, ca[ωa] = 2πc1(Ba) with ca > 0 (hence Ba is Fano),
and inf∆2πc1(X)

〈pa, ·〉 > −caβ(Ba, c1(Ba)), where ∆2πc1(X) denotes the moment image

of 2πc1(X).

Proof. Assume that there exists a compatible Kähler metric ω̃ in 2πc1(Y ) such that
Ric(ω̃) is Kähler. Then by Proposition 6.3, the form Ricp(ω) is Kähler on X, and
for each x ∈ X, and each a, the form Ric(ωa) + 〈pa, µRicp(ω)(x)〉ωa is Kähler on Ba.
Thus we have that X is Fano, and that inf∆2πc1(X)

〈pa, ·, 〉 > −β(Ba, [ωa]) for each a.
Furthermore, we have that the classes of ω̃ and of Ric(ω̃) are both equal to 2πc1(Y ),
which by the decompositions yield [ω] = [Ricv(ω)] = 2πc1(X) (and we can assume the
moment image of [ω] is ∆2πc1(X), as that of Ricv(ω)) and ca[ωa] = [Ric(ωa)] = 2πc1(Ba).
By the Kähler condition, we have that 〈pa, ·〉+ ca is positive on ∆2πc1(X). Since ∆2πc1(X)

always contains the origin, ca > 0, thus Ba is Fano as well. Note that the condition
inf∆2πc1(X)

〈pa, ·, 〉 > −β(Ba, [ωa]) is stronger than the condition inf∆2πc1(X)
〈pa, ·, 〉 > −ca

since

(53) β(Ba, [ωa]) = β(Ba,
1

ca
2πc1(Ba)) = caβ(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) ≤ ca

The converse is straightforward. �

Remark 6.9. The last condition in the characterization above is a subtlety introduced
by the requirement that there is a compatible Kähler form with positive Ricci form in
2πc1(Y ). It is stronger than simply requiring Y to be Fano as we prove by exhibiting
Example 6.17. It is a striking illustration of the relevance of the greatest Ricci lower
bound for dealing with fibrations. On the other hand, if B is Kähler-Einstein, then it
follows from [AJL23, Lemma 5.11] that Y is compatibly Fano if and only if it is Fano.

Our main statement yields the following simplified expression in the compatibly Fano
case, and more generally, when we merely assume that the restriction to the fibers is a
multiple of the anticanonical class (so that X is Fano, but Y may not be Fano at all).

Proposition 6.10. Assume that [ω0] = λ2πc1(X), λ > 0, with moment image λ∆2πc1(X).
Then

βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]) = min

{

βvp(X, [ω0]),min
a

β(Ba, [ωa]) + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

ca + λ inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

}

In particular, if Y is compatibly Fano, then

βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) = min

{

βvp(X, 2πc1(X)),min
a

caβ(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

ca + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

}

Proof. Observe that the moment image of 2πc1(X) − t[ω0] = (1 − tλ)2πc1(X) is (1 −
tλ)∆2πc1(X). In the expression given by Theorem 6.6, we can thus replace min∆t

pa with
(1− tλ)min∆2πc1(X)

pa. This allows us to isolate the t in that expression and get:

βcomp
v (Y, [ω̃0]) = min

a
sup

{

t < βvp(X, [ω0]) | t <
β(Ba, [ωa]) + inf∆2πc1(X)

pa

ca + λ inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

}

hence the result. If Y is furthermore compatibly Fano, then ca[ω] = 2πc1(Ba), and
equation (53) gives the further simplification. �
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Corollary 6.11. If Y is compatibly Fano and βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) = 1, then

βv(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βvp(X, 2πc1(X)) = β(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) = 1.

Proof. This follows directly from the expression above, together with the fact that ca > 0
and β(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) ≤ 1. �

Corollary 6.12. If Y is compatibly Fano and the Ba are K-semistable, then

βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βvp(X, 2πc1(X)).

Proof. Under the assumption, we have β(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) = 1 hence

caβ(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

ca + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

= 1.

Since βpv(X, 2πc1(X)) ≤ s(X, 2πc1(X)) = 1 we get the result. �

If the fiber is toric, our general upper bound for the weighted beta invariant shows
that our lower bound may easily become sharp and actually computes the weighted beta
invariant rather than only the compatible weighted beta invariant.

Proposition 6.13. If Y is compatibly Fano, X is toric and

βvp(X, 2πc1(X)) ≤ min
a

caβ(Ba, 2πc1(Ba)) + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

ca + inf∆2πc1(X)
pa

,

then
βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βv(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βvp(X, 2πc1(X)).

Proof. Under the assumptions, using Proposition 6.10, we have

βvp(X, 2πc1(X)) = βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y ))

We obviously have
βcomp
v (Y, 2πc1(Y )) ≤ βv(Y, 2πc1(Y ))

by definition. Finally, the upper bound from Theorem 4.4 gives, under our assumptions,

βv(Y, 2πc1(Y )) ≤ βvp(X, 2πc1(X)).

Putting together this sequence of inequalities, we obtain the equality in the statement.
�

6.4. On simple principal P1-bundles.

6.4.1. Setting. To illustrate how our main statement may easily be applied explicitly in
examples, we consider the case when k = 1 and X = P1, equipped with its toric structure
under the action of C∗. We identify one-parameter subgroups of C∗ with elements of
Z, so that p := p1 is an integer (we omit the index 1 for simplicity). Furthermore the
moment images of Kähler classes on P1 lie in a one-dimensional vector space identified
accordingly with R. We can write [ω0] = λ2πc1(P

1) for some λ > 0 and without loss
of generality, we assume that the moment image of [ω0] is [−λ, λ]. By the compatible
Kähler property, we have, for any u ∈ [−λ, λ], pu + c > 0, or in other words, c > λ|p|.
Furthermore, p(u) = (pu+ c)d where d = dim(B). By symmetry, we may as well assume
that p ≥ 0, and since the case p = 0 corresponds to products, we assume p > 0.

By Proposition 6.10, we have

βcomp(Y, [ω̃0]) = min

{

βp(P
1, [ω0]),

β(B1, [ω1])− |p|
c− λ|p|

}
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6.4.2. The weighted P
1. We now compute the quantity βp(P

1, [ω0]). By equation (22),
we have

βp(P
1, [ω0]) = βp(P

1, λ2πc1(P
1)) =

1

λ
βp(λ·)(P

1, 2πc1(P
1))

The latter can be computed effectively (the formula for arbitrary log concave weights
must have been first proven in [DH21, Theorem 1.2]):

βp(P
1, [ω0]) =

1

λ
sup

{

t ∈ [0, 1[;
−t

(1− t)
barp(λ·)([−1, 1]) ∈ [−1, 1]

}

=
1

λ
sup

{

t ∈ [0, 1[;

∣

∣

∣

∣

−t

(1− t)
barp(λ·)([−1, 1])

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

}

=
1

λ

1

1 + |barp(λ·)([−1,1])|
where

barp(λ·)([−1, 1]) =

∫ 1

−1
up(λu) du

∫ 1

−1
p(λu) du

=
1

pλ

(

(d+ 1)((pλ+ c)d+2 − (c− pλ)d+2)

(d+ 2)((pλ+ c)d+1 − (c− pλ)d+1)
− c

)

Note that, with our assumptions, barp(λ·)([−1, 1]) > 0, so that we can write βp(P
1, [ω0])

as:
p(d+ 2)((pλ+ c)d+1 − (c− pλ)d+1)

(λp− c)(d+ 2)((pλ+ c)d+1 − (c− pλ)d+1) + (d+ 1)((pλ+ c)d+2 − (c− pλ)d+2)

6.4.3. Fano simple principal P1 bundles: comparison with Zhang and Zhou’s work. It
follows from classical results (see e.g. [ZZ22, Lemma 2.1]) that, if L is an ample line
bundle on B such that c1(B) = rc1(L) with r > 1, then the P

1-bundle PB(O ⊕ L) is
a Fano manifold. On the other hand, Y = PB(O ⊕ L) is a simple principal P1-bundle
corresponding to the choices B = B1 = SGr(n, 2n + 1), L1 = L, p = 1. Note that, in
this case, 2πc1(Y ) is a compatible Kähler class, with λ = p = 1 and c = r. However, we
will show in Example 6.17 that such a Fano fibration may fail to be compatibly Fano.

Assume now that Y is compatibly Fano. Let us compare our results with the results
of Zhang and Zhou in [ZZ22]. For p(u) = (u+ r)d as above, we have

βp(P
1, 2πc1(P

1)) =
(d+ 2)((1 + r)d+1 − (r − 1)d+1)

(1− r)(d+ 2)((1 + r)d+1 − (r − 1)d+1) + (d+ 1)((1 + r)d+2 − (r − 1)d+2)

=

(

1− r +
d+ 1

d+ 2

(1 + r)d+2 − (r − 1)d+2

(1 + r)d+1 − (r − 1)d+1

)−1

Up to the change in notations, this is precisely the quantity β0 in [ZZ22], thus yielding
a geometric interpretation of this quantity.

Our expression for the greatest compatible Ricci lower bound is

(54) βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = min

(

rβ(B, 2πc1(B))− 1

r − 1
, β0

)

whereas the precise statement in [ZZ22] is

(55) δalg(Y ) = min

(

δalg(V )rβ0

1 + β0(r − 1)
, β0

)
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where δalg(·) denotes the algebraic delta invariant of a Fano variety. The inequality
βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) ≤ β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) ≤ δalg(Y ) always hold. In fact, since Y admits a non-
trivial C∗-action, Y cannot be K-stable (although it could in principle be K-polystable)
so δalg(Y ) ≤ 1 and thus β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = δalg(Y ). We will show in Example 6.16 that the
greatest compatible Ricci lower bound does not coincide with the greatest Ricci lower
bound on a compatibly Fano example. On the other hand, it does coincide as soon as
the minimum is computed by β0. More precisely, we have several equivalent properties:

Proposition 6.14. The following are equivalent:

(1) rβ(B,2πc1(B))−1
r−1

≥ β0

(2) δalg(B)rβ0

1+β0(r−1)
≥ β0

(3) βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = β(Y, 2πc1(Y ))

Proof. First assume that (1) is satisfied. Then we have

δalg(B) ≥ β(B, 2πc1(B)) ≥ 1 + β0(r − 1)

r

reorganizing this inequality yields (2). By the formulas above we also have (3).
Assume now that (2) is satisfied, then β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = δalg(Y ) = β0. Assume by

contradiction that βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = rβ(B,2πc1(B))−1
r−1

< β0. Then comparing with the
above inequalities, we must have δalg(B) > β(B, 2πc1(B)). The latter is possible only if
β(B, 2πc1(B)) = 1. In this case, we have 1 = rβ(B,2πc1(B))−1

r−1
< β0 ≤ 1, a contradiction.

We have showed that (2) implies (3) (and (1)).
Finally, assume (3), that is βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = β(Y, 2πc1(Y )). If they are both equal

to β0 then the formulas above imply (1) and (2). Assume now by contradiction that
they are not equal to β0. We argue differently depending on the value of δalg(B). If
δalg(B) ≥ 1, then β(B, 2πc1(B)) ≥ 1, and as we have already seen, βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) =
β0, a contradiction. If δalg(B) < 1, then δalg(B) = β(B, 2πc1(B)). Now we consider the
equality

rβ(B, 2πc1(B))− 1

r − 1
= βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) =

δalg(B)rβ0

1 + β0(r − 1)

Using δalg(B) = β(B, 2πc1(B)) and rearranging the terms, we deduce

δalg(B) =
1 + β0(r − 1)

r
and thus

β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) =
δalg(B)rβ0

1 + β0(r − 1)
= β0

a contradiction again. �

Our result shows that, in general, it is impossible to follow the smooth continuity
method for Kähler-Einstein metrics while keeping compatibility of the metrics, and
formula (55) of [ZZ22] gives a hint of the interplay between the fiber and the basis
needed to reach the end of the continuity method. It would be desirable to have a
geometric interpretation of the behavior of metrics along the continuity method, or to
find alternative techniques to compute the greatest Ricci lower bound of fibration by a
differential geometric technique. An approach by conical twisted Kähler-Einstein metrics
is sketched, using the Calabi ansatz in the case of Fano P1-bundles, in [ZZ22, Appendix
A].
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6.4.4. Examples.

Example 6.15. Choose B1 = P2, and [ω1] =
k
3
2πc1(P

2) for some k ∈ Z>0. Let p ∈ Z>0

and consider the associated P1-bundle. For p = 1 and k = 1, we obtain the P1-bundle
Y = PP2(O⊕O(1)), which is isomorphic to the blowup of P3 at one point. By the above
and Proposition 6.13 we have

β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βp(P
1, [ω0]) =

14

17

For p = 2 and k = 1, or p = 1 and k = 2, we obtain the P1-bundle Y = PP2(O⊕O(2)),
and

βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = βp(P
1, [ω0]) =

31

43

Example 6.16. We now exhibit an example of compatibly Fano simple principal P1-
bundle with βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) 6= βp(P

1, 2πc1(P
1)). Let us consider the previous example

as a basis B1 = PP2(O ⊕ O(1)). This is a Fano threefold of index 2 which is not K-
semistable. We consider the non-trivial Fano manifold Y defined as a simple principal
P
1-bundle by taking λ = 1, [ω0] =

1
2
2πc1(B1), c = 2, p = 1. This fibration is indeed

compatibly Fano since −1 = inf [−1,1] p > −214
17

. We compute, in this case, that

βp(P
1, 2πc1(P

1)) =
50

71
and

2β(B1, 2πc1(B1))− 1

2− 1
=

11

17
thus

βcomp(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = min

{

50

71
,
11

17

}

=
11

17

Using [ZZ22] we can furthermore compute

β(Y, 2πc1(Y )) = min

{

50

71
,
1400

2057

}

=
1400

2057

Example 6.17. Let us now exhibit an example of Fano simple principal P1-bundle which
is not compatibly Fano. Consider the odd symplectic Grassmannian parametrizing n-
dimensional isotropic subspaces in a (2n+1)-dimensional complex vector space equipped
with a skew-symmetric bilinear form of maximal rank. Since the dimension is odd, this
is not a homogeneous space, but it has been studied a lot as an almost-homogeneous
variety of Picard rank one [Mih07], especially as a member of the family of horospherical
Picard rank one varieties classified by Pasquier [Pas09]. In particular, we know that
SGr(n, 2n + 1) is a n(n+3)

2
-dimensional Fano manifold of Fano index n + 2 (see e.g. the

table in [Kan21]), which is not K-semistable [Del20], and its greatest Ricci lower bound
is

β(SGr(n, 2n+ 1), 2πc1(SGr(n, 2n+ 1))) =
2((2n+ 1)!)

(n+ 2)(n!2n)2
∼ 4√

πn

as proved by Hwang, Kim and Park in [HKP23]. Recall that Fano index equal to n+ 2
means that there exists a line bundle L on SGr(n, 2n + 1) such that (n + 2)c1(L) =
c1(SGr(n, 2n+1)). It follows from classical results (see e.g. [ZZ22, Lemma 2.1]) that, if
L is an ample line bundle on SGr(n, 2n+ 1) such that c1(SGr(n, 2n+ 1)) = rc1(L) with
r > 1, then the P1-bundle PSGr(n,2n+1)(O ⊕ L) is a Fano manifold. On the other hand,
Y = PSGr(n,2n+1)(O ⊕ L) is a simple principal P1-bundle corresponding to the choices
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B = B1 = SGr(n, 2n + 1), L1 = L, p = 1. If Y were compatibly Fano we would have,
for the compatible anticanonical class, c1 = r, and

−1 = inf
[−1,1]

p > −rβ(SGr(n, 2n+ 1), 2πc1(SGr(n, 2n+ 1)))

Now for r ∈ Z≥2, assume that n = r3 − 2 above, and consider the line bundle L = Hr2.
Then we have

rc1(L) = r3c1(H) = (n + 2)c1(H) = c1(B1)

thus if Y is compatibly Fano we have c1 = r and

−1 > −r
2((2n+ 1)!)

(n+ 2)(n!2n)2
∼ −r

4
√

π(r3 − 2)
∼ − 4√

πr

But the right hand side converges to 0 as r grows to +∞, a contradiction to the above
inequality. As a consequence, for large r, Y is Fano but not compatibly Fano.

References

[ACC+23] Carolina Araujo, Ana-Maria Castravet, Ivan Cheltsov, Kento Fujita, Anne-Sophie Kaloghi-
ros, Jesus Martinez-Garcia, Constantin Shramov, Hendrik Süß, and Nivedita Viswanathan.
The Calabi problem for Fano threefolds, volume 485 of Lond. Math. Soc. Lect. Note Ser.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2023. 1

[ACGTF04] Vestislav Apostolov, David M. J. Calderbank, Paul Gauduchon, and Christina W.
Tønnesen-Friedman. Hamiltonian 2-forms in Kähler geometry. II: Global classification.
J. Differ. Geom., 68(2):277–345, 2004. 25

[ACGTF11] Vestislav Apostolov, David M. J. Calderbank, Paul Gauduchon, and Christina W.
Tønnesen-Friedman. Extremal Kähler metrics on projective bundles over a curve. Adv.
Math., 227(6):2385–2424, 2011. 5, 25

[AJL23] Vestislav Apostolov, Simon Jubert, and Abdellah Lahdili. Weighted K-stability and coer-
civity with applications to extremal Kähler and Sasaki metrics. Geom. Topol., 27(8):3229–
3302, 2023. 5, 8, 11, 16, 25, 27

[ALN24] Vestislav Apostolov, Abdellah Lahdili, and Yasufumi Nitta. Mabuchi Kähler solitons versus
extremal Kähler metrics and beyond, 2024, 2407.01871. 5

[Ati82] Michael F. Atiyah. Convexity and commuting Hamiltonians. Bull. Lond. Math. Soc., 14:1–
15, 1982. 7

[AZ22] Hamid Abban and Ziquan Zhuang. K-stability of Fano varieties via admissible flags. Forum
Math. Pi, 10:43, 2022. Id/No e15. 1

[BBE+19] Robert J. Berman, Sebastien Boucksom, Philippe Eyssidieux, Vincent Guedj, and Ahmed
Zeriahi. Kähler–Einstein metrics and the Kähler–Ricci flow on log Fano varieties. Journal
für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal), 2019(751):27–89, 2019. 13

[BBGZ13] Robert J. Berman, Sébastien Boucksom, Vincent Guedj, and Ahmed Zeriahi. A variational
approach to complex Monge-Ampère equations. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS,
117:179–245, 2013. 13

[BBJ21] Robert J. Berman, Sébastien Boucksom, and Mattias Jonsson. A variational approach to
the yau–tian–donaldson conjecture. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 34:605–652, 2021. 3, 13

[BÉ85] Dominique Bakry and Michel Émery. Diffusions hypercontractives. Sémin. de probabilités
XIX, Univ. Strasbourg 1983/84, Proc., Lect. Notes Math. 1123, 177-206 (1985)., 1985. 2

[BJ20] Harold Blum and Mattias Jonsson. Thresholds, valuations, and K-stability. Adv. Math.,
365:57, 2020. Id/No 107062. 1

[BM87] S. Bando and T. Mabuchi. Uniqueness of Einstein Kähler Metrics Modulo Connected
Group Actions. Adv. Stud. Pure Math., pages 11–40, 1987. 12

[BN14] Robert J. Berman and David Witt Nystrom. Complex optimal transport and the pluripo-
tential theory of Kähler-Ricci solitons, 2014, 1401.8264. 13, 14

[CC21a] Xiuxiong Chen and Jingrui Cheng. On the constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics. I: A
priori estimates. J. Am. Math. Soc., 34(4):909–936, 2021. 4



WEIGHTED NUMERICAL INVARIANTS 33

[CC21b] Xiuxiong Chen and Jingrui Cheng. On the constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics. II:
Existence results. J. Am. Math. Soc., 34(4):937–1009, 2021. 4

[CDS15a] Xiuxiong Chen, Simon Donaldson, and Song Sun. Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano mani-
folds. I: Approximation of metrics with cone singularities. J. Am. Math. Soc., 28(1):183–
197, 2015. 1

[CDS15b] Xiuxiong Chen, Simon Donaldson, and Song Sun. Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano man-
ifolds. II: Limits with cone angle less than 2π. J. Am. Math. Soc., 28(1):199–234, 2015.
1

[CDS15c] Xiuxiong Chen, Simon Donaldson, and Song Sun. Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano man-
ifolds. III: Limits as cone angle approaches 2π and completion of the main proof. J. Am.
Math. Soc., 28(1):235–278, 2015. 1

[Che00] Xiuxiong Chen. On the lower bound of the Mabuchi energy and its application. Int. Math.
Res. Not., 2000(12):607–623, 2000. 4

[Che04] X. X. Chen. A new parabolic flow in Kähler manifolds. Commun. Anal. Geom., 12(4):837–
852, 2004. 4

[Che21] Gao Chen. The J-equation and the supercritical deformed Hermitian-Yang-Mills equation.
Invent. Math., 225(2):529–602, 2021. 4

[CL73] James B. Carrell and David I. Lieberman. Holomorphic vector fields and Kaehler manifolds.
Invent. Math., 21:303–309, 1973. 2

[CRZ19] Ivan A. Cheltsov, Yanir A. Rubinstein, and Kewei Zhang. Basis log canonical thresholds,
local intersection estimates, and asymptotically log del Pezzo surfaces. Sel. Math., New
Ser., 25(2):36, 2019. Id/No 34. 3

[CS17] Tristan C. Collins and Gábor Székelyhidi. Convergence of the J-flow on toric manifolds.
J. Differ. Geom., 107(1):47–81, 2017. 5

[Del17] Thibaut Delcroix. Kähler-Einstein metrics on group compactifications. Geom. Funct.
Anal., 27(1):78–129, 2017. 16

[Del20] Thibaut Delcroix. K-stability of Fano spherical varieties. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4),
53(3):615–662, 2020. 31

[Der16] Ruadhaí Dervan. Alpha invariants and coercivity of the Mabuchi functional on Fano man-
ifolds. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse, Math. (6), 25(4):919–934, 2016. 4

[DGSW18] Ved Datar, Bin Guo, Jian Song, and Xiaowei Wang. Connecting toric manifolds by conical
Kähler-Einstein metrics. Adv. Math., 323:38–83, 2018. 3

[DH21] Thibaut Delcroix and Jakob Hultgren. Coupled complex Monge-Ampère equations on Fano
horosymmetric manifolds. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 153:281–315, 2021. 3, 29

[DJ23] Thibaut Delcroix and Simon Jubert. An effective weighted K-stability condition for poly-
topes and semisimple principal toric fibrations. Ann. Henri Lebesgue, 6:117–149, 2023.
25

[DNJL24] Eleonora Di Nezza, Simon Jubert, and Abdellah Lahdili. Weighted csck metric (i): a priori
estimates. arXiv: 2407.09929, 2024. 4, 8, 10, 16, 20, 22

[DNJL25] Eleonora Di Nezza, Simon Jubert, and Abdellah Lahdili. weighted csck metric (ii) : Exis-
tence and applications. In preparation, 2025. 4, 9, 10, 11, 16, 18, 23

[Don99] S. K. Donaldson. Moment maps and diffeomorphisms. Asian J. Math., 3(1):1–15, 1999. 4
[FO18] Kento Fujita and Yuji Odaka. On the K-stability of Fano varieties and anticanonical divi-

sors. Tôhoku Math. J. (2), 70(4):511–521, 2018. 1
[Fut83] A. Futaki. An obstruction to the existence of Einstein Kaehler metrics. Invent. Math.,

73:437–443, 1983. 3
[Gau22] P. Gauduchon. Calabi’s extremal Kähler metrics: an elementary introduction. Lecture

Notes, 2022. 8
[Gol20] Aleksei Golota. Delta-invariants for Fano varieties with large automorphism groups. Int.

J. Math., 31(10):31, 2020. Id/No 2050077. 16
[GS82] V. Guillemin and S. Sternberg. Convexity properties of the moment mapping. Invent.

Math., 67:491–513, 1982. 7
[GZ17] V. Guedj and A. Zeriahi. Degenerate complex Monge-Ampère equations. European Math-

ematical Society (EMS), 26, 2017. Publisher Copyright: © 2022 Wiley Periodicals LLC.
14



34 THIBAUT DELCROIX AND SIMON JUBERT

[HKP23] Dongseon Hwang, Shin-Young Kim, and Kyeong-Dong Park. Greatest Ricci lower bounds
of projective horospherical manifolds of Picard number one. Ann. Global Anal. Geom.,
64(2):29, 2023. Id/No 13. 6, 31

[HL23] J. Han and C.i Li. On the Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture for generalized Kähler-Ricci
soliton equations. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 76(9):1793–1867,
September 2023. Publisher Copyright: © 2022 Wiley Periodicals LLC. 2, 11, 13, 14, 15,
16

[HL24] J. Han and Y. Liu. On the Existence of Weighted-cscK Metrics. arXiv:2406.10939, 2024.
4

[HN24] Tomoyuki Hisamoto and Satoshi Nakamura. Continuity method for the Mabuchi soliton
on the extremal Fano manifolds, 2024, 2409.00886. 5

[JSS19] Wangjian Jian, Yalong Shi, and Jian Song. A remark on constant scalar curvature Kähler
metrics on minimal models. Proc. Am. Math. Soc., 147(8):3507–3513, 2019. 4

[Jub23] Simon Jubert. A Yau-Tian-Donaldson correspondence on a class of toric fibrations. Ann.
Inst. Fourier, 73(6):2567–2604, 2023. 25

[Kan21] Akihiro Kanemitsu. Fano manifolds and stability of tangent bundles. J. Reine Angew.
Math., 774:163–183, 2021. 31

[Lah19] A. Lahdili. Kähler metrics with weighted constant scalar curvature and weighted K-
stability. Proc. London Math. Soc., 119:1065 – 114, 2019. 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 19, 23

[Lah20] Abdellah Lahdili. Convexity of the weighted Mabuchi functional and the uniqueness of
weighted extremal metrics. Mathematical Research Letters, 2020. 12, 17

[Li11] Chi Li. Greatest lower bounds on Ricci curvature for toric Fano manifolds. Adv. Math.,
226(6):4921–4932, 2011. 16

[Li22] Chi Li. G-uniform stability and Kähler-Einstein metrics on Fano varieties. Invent. Math.,
227(2):661–744, 2022. 1, 3

[LS16] Haozhao Li and Yalong Shi. A criterion for the properness of the K-energy in a general
Kähler class. II. Commun. Contemp. Math., 18(6):15, 2016. Id/No 1550071. 4, 5

[LSY13] Haozhao Li, Yalong Shi, and Yi Yao. A criterion for the properness of the K-energy in a
general Kähler class. Mathematische Annalen, 361:135–156, 2013. 4, 16, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24

[LXZ22] Yuchen Liu, Chenyang Xu, and Ziquan Zhuang. Finite generation for valuations computing
stability thresholds and applications to K-stability. Ann. Math. (2), 196(2):507–566, 2022.
3

[Mab86] Toshiki Mabuchi. K-energy maps integrating Futaki invariants. Tôhoku Math. J. (2), 38(1-
2):575–593, 1986. 9

[Mab03] Toshiki Mabuchi. Multiplier Hermitian structures on Kähler manifolds. Nagoya Math. J.,
170:73–115, 2003. 2

[Mih07] Ion Alexandru Mihai. Odd symplectic flag manifolds. Transform. Groups, 12(3):573–599,
2007. 6, 31

[Pas09] Boris Pasquier. On some smooth projective two-orbit varieties with Picard number 1. Math.
Ann., 344(4):963–987, 2009. 31

[RTZ21] Yanir A. Rubinstein, Gang Tian, and Kewei Zhang. Basis divisors and balanced metrics.
Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelles Journal), 2021(778):171–218,
2021. 2, 3, 13

[Rub09] Yanir A. Rubinstein. On the construction of Nadel multiplier ideal sheaves and the limiting
behavior of the Ricci flow. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 361(11):5839–5850, 2009. 3

[SD20] Zakarias Sjöström Dyrefelt. Optimal lower bounds for Donaldson’s J-functional. Adv.
Math., 374:37, 2020. Id/No 107271. 5

[SD22] Zakarias Sjöström Dyrefelt. Existence of cscK metrics on smooth minimal models. Ann.
Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa, Cl. Sci. (5), 23(1):223–232, 2022. 4

[SW08] Jian Song and Ben Weinkove. On the convergence and singularities of the J-flow with
applications to the Mabuchi energy. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics,
61(2):210–229, February 2008. 4, 16, 19, 20, 22, 23

[Szé11] Gábor Székelyhidi. Greatest lower bounds on the Ricci curvature of Fano manifolds. Com-
pos. Math., 147(1):319–331, 2011. 3

[Szé18] Gábor Székelyhidi. Fully non-linear elliptic equations on compact Hermitian manifolds. J.
Differ. Geom., 109(2):337–378, 2018. 5



WEIGHTED NUMERICAL INVARIANTS 35

[Tak22] Ryosuke Takahashi. On the modified J-equation. Preprint, arXiv:2207.04953 [math.DG]
(2022), 2022. 5

[Tia87] G. Tian. On Kähler-Einstein metrics on certain Kahler manifolds with c1(M) > 0. Inven-
tiones mathematicae, 89:225–246, 1987. 11

[Tia92] Gang Tian. On stability of the tangent bundles of Fano varieties. Int. J. Math., 3(3):401–
413, 1992. 3

[Tia15] Gang Tian. K-stability and Kähler-Einstein metrics. Commun. Pure Appl. Math.,
68(7):1085–1156, 2015. 1

[Tô23] Tat Dat Tô. Degenerate J-flow on compact Kähler manifolds. Math. Z., 303(4):24, 2023.
Id/No 97. 4

[Wei03] Ben Weinkove. Convergence of the J-flow on Kähler surfaces. Communications in Analysis
and Geometry, 12:949–965, 2003. 4, 19, 21, 23

[Wei06] Ben Weinkove. On the J-flow in higher dimensions and the lower boundedness of the
Mabuchi energy. J. Differ. Geom., 73(2):351–358, 2006. 4

[XZ20] Chenyang Xu and Ziquan Zhuang. On positivity of the CM line bundle on K-moduli spaces.
Ann. Math. (2), 192(3):1005–1068, 2020. 3

[Yao17] Yi Yao. Greatest lower bounds on Ricci curvature of homogeneous toric bundles. Int. J.
Math., 28(4):16, 2017. Id/No 1750024. 16

[Zha21] Kewei Zhang. Continuity of delta invariants and twisted Kähler–Einstein metrics. Advances
in Mathematics, 388:107888, 2021. 1, 3, 4, 11, 13

[Zha24] Kewei Zhang. A quantization proof of the uniform Yau-Tian-Donaldson conjecture. J. Eur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS), 26(12):4763–4778, 2024. 1

[Zhe15] Kai Zheng. I-properness of mabuchi’s K-energy. Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ.,
54(3):2807–2830, 2015. 4

[ZZ22] Kewei Zhang and Chuyu Zhou. Delta invariants of projective bundles and projective cones
of Fano type. Math. Z., 300(1):179–207, 2022. 6, 29, 30, 31

Thibaut Delcroix, Univ Montpellier, CNRS, Montpellier, France

Email address : thibaut.delcroix@umontpellier.fr
URL: https://delcroix.perso.math.cnrs.fr/

Sorbonne Université, Université Paris Cité, CNRS, IMJ-PRG, F-75005 Paris, France

Email address : simonjubert@gmail.com
URL: https://sites.google.com/view/simon-jubert/accueil


	1. Introduction
	2. Weighted Kähler geometry
	2.1. Weighted setting
	2.2. Weighted curvatures and weighted trace
	2.3. Weighted constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics
	2.4. Weighted Mabuchi functional and the weighted Futaki invariant

	3. Weighted delta invariant of a Kähler class
	3.1. Weighted energy functionals and coercivity
	3.2. Weighted entropy and weighted reduced delta invariant
	3.3. Weighted reduced delta invariant and existence of weighted solitons

	4. Greatest lower bound on weighted Ricci curvature
	4.1. Relation between weighted delta invariant and weighted beta invariant
	4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.2
	4.3. A general upper bound from the moment images

	5. Existence of weighted cscK metrics via the weighted J-equation
	5.1. Existence of weighted cscK metrics
	5.2. A sufficient condition for the weighted J-equation
	5.3. A priori Estimates
	5.4. Continuity method

	6. weighted beta invariant for a semisimple principal fibration
	6.1. Setting
	6.2. Greatest compatible weighted Ricci lower bounds of fibrations
	6.3. The anticanonical class and compatibly Fano fibrations
	6.4. On simple principal P1-bundles

	References

